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George Cording (Lim.), Re, and Re The Trade Marks Act, 
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Yenidje Tobacco Co. (Lim.), Re, and Ke The Companies 
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Current Topics. 
A New R.S.C. 

THE NEW Supreme Court Rule as to service out of the juris- 
dictjon in foreclosure actions relating to personal property, 
which we printed and commented on recently (ante, pp. 649, 
658), has been re-issued and dated 22nd August ifistead of 
6th July. 


The Bar and H.M. Forces. 

WE HAVE received a copy of the list, compiled by the General 
Council of the Bar, of barristers now serving, or who have 
served, with His Majesty’s Forces. It is corrected to 31st 
July, 1916, and contains abouf 1,200 names. Nearly 100 have 
been killed in action or have died of wounds. Not a few 
have received military decorations. In the case of the Bar it 
is difficult to form any conjecture as to what proportion a 
list forms of the practising part of the profession, but the 
present one clearly shews a very notable contribution to the 
Allied cause, and the losses have been heavy. There is, per- 
haps, too great a tendency to accept the losses as inevitable, 
and we fear that the daily additions to the number blunt the 
public feeling. But the blunting of public feeling does not 
lessen private sorrow, and we do not doubt that those who 
guide the nation’s destinies realize the burden of a growing 
responsibility. 


The New County Court Judge. 

THE APPOINTMENT of Mr. Barnarp LaILey to Birkenhead, 
which we recorded last week, makes a useful addition to the 
County Court Bench. A pupil of Expon Bankes, L.J., and 
called in 1890, Mr. LarLey was a busy junior at the Common 
Law Bar, and, apart from general practice, he was extensively 
engaged in engineering cases and local government work. He 
was also retained in numerous Tube Railway and Water Bills 
before Parliamentary Committees. Of his recent cases 
perhaps the one of most public interest has been Quirk v. 
Thomas (ante, p. 174), which raised the question of the 
liability of a dead man’s estate for breach of promise. Shortly. 
after the outbreak of war Mr. Lartey took evidence for Lord 
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Bryce’s Commission for inquiring into atrocities committed | 


5 

by the German troops in France and Belgium; and at the re- 
quest of the then Home Secretary he acted in the Long 
Vacation of 1915 as Civil Adjutant at a large metropolitan 
internment camp. His natural quickness of mind and readi- 
ness in appreciating the bearings of a case, added to his wide 
experience, are likely to justify very signally the Lord Chan- 
The K.C.’s, by the way, seem to be having 
a good innings. Last year saw the appointment of Judges 
Topin and Scott-Fox, and this year we have had Judges 
MARTELLI and LAILey, sar. 


cellor’s selection 


ill from the inner 


The New Defence of the Realm Regulations 

Tae War Orders and Proclamations which we print this 
week include some important new Defence of the Realm Regu- 
Under Regulation 2p (Order in Council, 15th Feb- 
ruary, ante, p. 294, as amended by Order in Council of 
lOth May, ante, p. 482), the military authorities can take pos- 
ession of any war matertal, food, forage and stores of any de- 
scription ; and after notice of their intention to do so, it is an 
offence to sell, remove, or secrete the goods without permission. 
This prohibition is now extended to dealing with them in any 
way contrary to the conditions of any licence that may have 
been granted in respect thereof Regulations are made pro- 
hibiting after Ist September char-a-banc excursions (18e), 
and enabling the Minister of Munitions to prohibit the hold- 
ing of fairs which may be prejudicial to munition work (9p) 
The war is made by Regulation 12p a means of preventing 
the whistling for cabs nuisance, a matter that should have been 
dealt with long ago in the general interests of the public. 
Regulation I4F | 
and also British subjects who have returned from abroad 
Ist March last Regulation 148 empowers the Board 
of Trade to call for information as to goods held on account 
of enemies or persons in enemy countries. Regulation 18 pro- 
hibits the publishing or communication of information as to 
the passage of any ship along the coast of the United King 
dom Regulation 30a (Order in Council, 24th September, 
1915, 59 Sorrerrors’ Journat, p. 764), which prohibits deal- 


lation 


restrictions on aliens going to Ireland, 


plac es 


since 


ing in warematerial, is extended to inventions, designs or pro 
Regulation 36a enables 
use of boats in 


cesses relating to war material 
regulations to be made restricting the 
harbour; and Regulation 45 (c) is amended so as to place 


on the possession of passports. 


any 
further restriction 


Deduction of Income Tax from Interest. 


In a letter which we print elsewhere, 


‘é 


Puzzled ’’ inquires 

which income tax should be deducted from 
mortgage interest, and suggests that the mortgagee is entitled 
to require that the deduction should not be at the full current 
the £, but only at the rate which the mort- 
gagee, having regard to his total income, is liable to pay in 
The right of deduction is given 
by section 40 of the Income Tax Act, 1853, and the mort- 
gagor is entitled ‘‘ to deduct and retain ’’ out of interest. ‘‘ the 
amount of the rate of duty which at the time when such pay- 
ment becomes due shall be payable for every 20s. of such pay 
ment But, in order to provide for varying rates during the 
vear, this is altered by section 15 of the Customs and Inland 
Revenue Act, 1864, and the amount of the deduction must be 
calculated on the proportions of the several rates chargeable 
during the period when the interest was accruing due. It is 
the custom of the Inland Revenue, when a change in the rate 
of income tax is made, to issue a circular explaining the mode 
of making this calculation, and such circulars were issued in 
July, 1914, and March, 1915 (Murray & Carter’s Guide to 
Income Tax Practice, 7th ed., 1915; Gee & Co. (Publishers), 
Ltd 16s. net. p. 450) A similar problem was raised by 
section 20 of the Finance (No. 2) Act, 1915, which increased 
the tax by 40 per cent. for the last six months of the current 
tax but this being an exceptional case, the 
Inland Revenue Commissioners were authorized to prescribe 
regulations for deductions in respect of interest and other 


as to the rate at 


rate of 5s. in 


respect of unearned income 


Income year : 





annual payments due or payable after 5th October, 1915, so 
as to bring the total deduction for the year to a rate of 3s 
in the £. Regulations have been made accordingly, and a 
further explanatory circular has been issued. Both the 
regulations and the circular are printed at pp. 39 ef seq of 
the book The Finance Acts of 1915, which we noticed 
recently (ante, p. 676). 


on 


The Rate of Deduction. 

So mucu for the varying rates of maximum tax—a matte 
which necessitates dificult calculations. As to the 
vraduation of the rate for the time being in accordance with 
the taxpayer’s total income, this, it seems, does not affect the 
question of deduction from interest Notwithstanding the in 
convenience to which our correspondent alludes, we imagine 
the deduction is always at the maximum rate. Under the 
a uniform rate, the question could 
though it arose in another 
form in where the was entitled to abate- 
ment or exemption. This, however, did not affect the mort 
gagor, who deducted the tax and left the mortgagee to claim 
repayment from the Inland Revenue. And the same follows 
now from the express provisions of section 26 of the Finance 
Act, 1916.. Where a person entitled to be charged on un- 


some 


former law, when there was 
not arise—at least not in this form; 


cases mortgagee 


earned income at a rate less than 5s. has paid income tax by 
way of deduction, he can obtain repayment of such a part as 
will reduce his tax to the appropriate rate; but for this pur- 
pose he must prove the amount of his income to the Inland 


Revenue Commissioners. And, indeed, the practical objec 
tion to what ‘‘ Puzzled’’ regards as the more convenient 
course is that the mortgagor is not in a position to obtain 
evidence as to the mortgagee’s total income. If the mort- 
gagor pays the interest out of profits which have been brought 
into charge for income tax, he retains the amount deducted 
as a set-off against what he himself pays; but the effect of 
his deducting at 5s. if he himself pays at a lower rate seems 
to raise another point for the consideration of the curious. 


Income Tax on War Certificates. 

WE print elsewhere a letter from Mr. E. T. 
giving the reply of the Treasury to his inquiry whether income 
tax is payable on the interest for the two years on War 
Expenditure Certificates. The Treasury treat the profit on 
the certificates as being on the same footing as the profit on 
an ordinary Exchequer bill, and income tax is accordingly 
payable. War Savings Certificates are, it may be noted, in 
a more privileged position, and section 42 of the Finance Act, 
1916, expressly exempts the accumulated interest, which at 
the end of five years is to turn 15s. 6d. into a £, from tax, 
providéd the amount held by the taxpayer does not exceed 
the prescribed maximum amount of 500 certificates, costing 
£387 10s., and due to realize £500. Moreover, it seems 
from a paragraph in the ‘‘ City Notes ’’ of the Times for the 
24th inst. that the exemption is to be complete for all pur- 
so that the interest will not be taken into account as 
part of the investor’s income for the purpose of ascertaining 
whether he is entitled to abatement. Such, at least, the 
Treasury stated last June was the intention in drafting the 
Act, and since the matter is only dealt with in 
12, the Treasury seem to have been satisfied that the 
section carries out their intention. At the same time, the 
matter depends in strictness on the construction of the section, 
and possibly its language might have been made more explicit 


HARGRAVES, 


poses, 


Finance 
section 


on the point 


Voting by Men on Military Service. 
CURRENT piscussions in Parliament and the 
also such an event as the polling at a camp in England of 
voters of British Columbia, lend interest to Lord Satissury’s 
Bill for voting by men on service. This provides that the 
name of every soldier and sailor on service or in hospital, and 
of every munition worker, shall be sent to the Local Govern 
ment Board for transmission to the overseers of the parish 
wherein he resided in August, 1914. The overseers will sift 
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the names, and add to the electoral register those qualified 
under the existing franchise laws. When an election, local 
or Parliamentary, occurs, the returning officer will send to 
each such war-voter a sealed envelope, with the names of can- 
didates and a copy of their election addresses and a polling- 
card. A month’s delay in counting the poll is allowed for 
the return of the card. The Bill seems to be modelled on 
emergency laws of a similar kind passed in New Zealand two 
years, and in Canada one year ago, and it is under the Cana- 
dian Electoral Act of 1915 that the voting of British Colum- 
bian soldiers has recently taken place. The methods of voting 
adopted by these colonial statutes, as well as by the laws of 
many American States, which provide for absent voting by 
other electors than soldiers, are summarised in an interesting 
article on Absent Voting, by Mr. Duncan C. Lee, in the cur- 
rent number ef the Journal of Comparative Legislation. The 
article commences with the actual experience of the American 
Civil War. In 1864, three years after the commencement of 
the war, when over a million Northern soldiers were under 
arms, there was a Presidential election. Fourteen of the 
Federal States authorized their soldiers in the field to’ vote. 
and the system gave general satisfaction; 154,045 votes were 
cast, of which Lincotn received 119,754 and his opponent 
only 34,291. The method of polling is instructive. The 
Federal Army was composed of separate State armies, each 
man serving in some regiment raised in his own State. Hence 
all the voters in any regiment necessarily belonged to the 
same State. Polls were opened in each company at the com- 
pany orderly-room, and the company captain acted as polling 
officer to receive and send on the votes to the State officials. 
Obviously such a system was easier in the case of a Presiden- 
tial election, where votes are counted by States, than it 
would have been at a congressional election, where the con- 
stituencies are more artificial. But even where soldiers hap- 
pened to be isolated from their State regiments, a means of 
taking their votes was provided and used. Mr. Lee’s article 
gives the electoral emergency law in one State (Pennsylvania), 
with forms used in carrying out the scheme, and it includes 
an account of the emergency voting laws of New Zealand and 
Canada, and of the permanent absent voting laws of certain 
American States and of Austtalia (1902) and New Zealand 
(1905). The Australian law provides voting facilities for 
women who apprehend that they will have to be absentees 
through “‘ill-health.’’ The article is very opportune for 
present study. 


Cycling and Workmen’s Compensation, 


THE DECISION in Jnee v. Reigate Education Committee (ante, 
p. 666) continues the tendency to place cycling accidents out- 
side the scope of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906. A 
school authority employed a visiting nurse, whose duty it was 
to cycle round her district and visit all children whose names 
were sent to the authority’s doctor by their teachers. In so 
doing she met with an accident, and the arbitrator held that 
there was a special risk of such accidents incidental to her 
employment. But the Court of Appeal have over-ruled him, 
on thé ground that cycling is now a normal mode of locomo- 
tion in rural and suburban districts. Hence an accident so 
sustained in the course of the employment does not arise out 
of it any more than if a workman fell on orange-peel in the 
street while walking. For this reason, in such areas, compen- 
sation has been refused to a lawyer’s clerk cycling ten miles to 
court on his master’s business: Read v. Baker (ante, p. 402). 
Otherwise, however, when the area is a dense urban area; 
then the risk is one occasioning a special danger, and arises 
“out of the employment at least, so the Court, distin- 
guished Peirce v. Provident Supply Co. (1911, 1 K. B. 997), 
where a collector at Birkenhead was held entitled to recover. 


Heat-Stroke and Workmen’s Compensation. 
Since a county court judge had decided in Pyper v. Man- 
chester Liners (Limited) (reported elsewhere) in favour of 


employment on a vessel in the Red Sea and as the result of 
‘‘ heat-stroke,’’’ it must have required some courage on the 
part of the employers’ advisers to carry that case to the 
Court of Appeal. For ‘* heat-stroke,’’ when resulting from 
a boiler and affecting a stoker, was eight years ago declared 
by the House of Lords to be “‘ injury caused by accident ’’ in 
the leading case of Zsmay, Imrie & Co. v. Williamson (1908, 
A. C. 437). The same view has been taken of ‘‘ sunstroke ”’ 

Morgan v. S.S. Lenaida (1909, 2 B. W. C. C. 19), and of 
‘“‘lightning-stroke’’ in Andrew vy. Failsworth Industrial 
Society (Limited) (1904, 2 K. B. 32). All these cases turned on 
the definition of accident accepted by the House of Lords as 
sound in Fenton v. Thorley (1903, A. C. 443, per Lord 
MAcNAGHTEN, at p. 449): ‘‘ If a workman, in the reasonable 
performance of his duties, sustains a physiological injury as 
the result of the work he is engaged in this is accidental 
injury in the sense of the statute.’’ To deny, then, that 
‘* heat-stroke,’’ suffered by a stoker in the course of his duties, 
is an accidental injury so as to entitle him to compensation, is 
certainly a bold course; but its boldness has been. justified by 
success, for the Court of Appeal overruled the judge below, 
and held that there was noevidence of accident. For ‘‘ heat- 
stroke,’’ according to the medical evidence, may take a number 
of forms, including heat-syncope, or heat-apoplexy, or thermic- 
fever. It may be occasioned either by the .excessive heat of 
the tropics, which everyone has to endure, or else by the heat 
of the boiler, to which the stoker is especially exposed. The 
latter, as we read the decision, is a special risk incidental to 
his employment, but not so the former. In any event, it 
would appear that some forms of ‘‘ heat-stroke’’ are in the 
nature of ‘‘ fortuitous physiological injuries,’ and therefore 
are statutory accidents, whereas others are in the nature of 
diseases, and are not statutory accidents. The applicant must 
produce some evidence to shew that the stroke the deceased 
suffered was one of the former kinds, not one of the !atter; 
and, in the absence of some such evidence, the arbitrator cannot 
presume the existence of an accident. 


War Insurance under c.i.f. Contracts 

Law & Bonar (Limited) v. British American Tobacco Co. 
(Limited) (1916, W. N. 306), is an instructive case on the 
effect of war on contracts. The defendants bought from the 
plaintiffs a quantity of goods to be shipped from Calcutta to 
Smyrna; the contract was made in May, 1914, and the price 
was c.i.f.—i.e., it included a sum for freightage and insur- 
ance, which were to be arranged and paid for by the sellers. 
In such cases the usual insurance policy in peace time contains 
a clause warranting the goods free of seizure and capture 
ij.e., war risks are excluded. The sellers duly insured the 
goods with the usual policy, and shipped them on 20th July. 
They did not notify shipment to the buyers, and the latter 
could not affect an additional insurance against war risks. 
The steamer was in fact torpedoed on 13th August, and the 
buyers lost their goods without being able to recover any 
insurance moneys under the peace policy. On being sued for 
the price they counterclaimed damages tor the sellers’ failure 
either to make the additional insurance or to notify the ship 
ment. Now it is provided by section 32 (3) of the Sale of 
Goods Act, 1893, that, ‘‘ unless otherwise agreed,’’ where 
goods are sent by sea under a contract of sale, the seller must 
give notice to the buyer to enable him to insure. Prima 
facie, then, the seller of goods to be shipped from Calcutta 
to Smyrna is bound to give the notice contended for, and, if he 
fails so to do, the goods are at his risk during transit and he 
cannot recover the price; the section so provides. But a 
contract on c.i.f. terms expressly stipulates that. the seller is 
to bear the cost of insurance—/.e., the cost of the usual and 
reasonable policy in the circumstances, and this stipulation 
brings the case ‘within the exception where the parties have 
So the seller on a c.i.f. invoice has no 


‘* otherwise agreed.’”’ 
But he has a duty to in 


duty to give notice of shipment. 
sure. and it was argued that the danger of war on 20th July 





the dependents of a stoker who died in the course of his 
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made it his duty to effect a war risks insurance rhe 
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answer given by Row att, J., who decided in favour of the 
sellers, seems correct. The usual policy of insurance which 
the seller is bound to take out must be the one which is 
reasonable at the date of the contract, when the price is fixed 
—4.¢., in this case, May, 1914—and not that which may have 
become reasonable at a later date—20th July—when the goods 
are shipped. 





Copyright in Examination Papers. 


Tue case of the University of London Press (Limited) v. 
OG niversity Tutorial Press (Limited) is an interesting one. It 
involved the question of copyright in the examination papers 
of the University of London. These papers are set by ex- 
aminers appointed by the University who are not members of 
the staff. The duties of an examiner are to set the papers, to 
peruse the students’ answers, and to consider the marks to be 
awarded for the answers. For this he is paid a lump sum. 
It is a condition of the appointment of any examiner that any 
copyright possessed by him in examination papers prepared by 
him for the University should be vested in the University. 
In the case under notice, the defendants were charged with 
infringing the copyright in certain examination papers of the 
University which had been set by two of the examiners. 
Pererson, J., before whom the case came, granted an injunc- 
tion to restrain infringement of copyright. 

The first question he had to determine was whether an ex- 
amination paper was an original literary work within section 
1 (1) of the Copyright Act, 1911, and therefore the subject of 
copyright. This he decided in the affirmative. When came 
the question in whom was the copyright in these examination 
papers vested? Section 5 (1) of the Act enacts that the author 
of a work shall be the first owner of the copyright therein ; but 
there is a proviso, that, where the author is in the employment 
of some other person under a contract of service or apprentice- 
ship, and the work is made in the course of his employment by 
that person, the person by whom the author was employed 
shall, in the absence of any agreement to the contrary, be the 
first owner of the copyright. The examiners were certainly 
employed by the University, but were they employed under a 
** contraet of service’’ ? 

It has been found impossible to frame a satisfactory defini- 
tion of this term as used either in the Copyright Act or the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, and it has been pointed out 
that there is a difference between a contract of service and a 
for A of service makes the em- 
ployée a servant of the employer, while a contract for services 
The examiners were employed by 
“* it was 1m- 


contract services. contract 
does not necessarily do so 
the University, but, as stated by Peterson, J., 
possible to say that the examiners could in the circumstances 
be appropriately described as the servants of the University, or 
that they prepared the examination papers under a contract of 
Peterson, J., decided that, examination 
papers not having been made by the examiners under a contract 
of service with the University, the copyright was in the ex- 
aminers Inasmuch as the examiners as to whom the question 
mainly arose had been made co-plaintiffs in the action, and the 
University had assigned their rights to the plaintiffs, the Press 
Company, an injunction could be granted. The action also 
extended to examination papers set by other examiners, but 
as these examiners were not parties, the action failed in this 
respect. 


service.”’ these 








In the House of Commons on Wednesday Mr. King, M.P., asked 
Mr. Samuel ‘‘ whether Milly Witcop, of 33, Dunstan-houses, Stepney 
green: was arrested on 20th July, taken to Vine-street Police Station, 
<ept there over six days, then removed to Holloway; was there refused 
the usual visits from friends, and is still being treated as a criminal 
though no charge has been brought against her; what official is respon- 
sible for the arrest of this innocent lady, and what action he proposes 
to take.”’ Mr. Samuel replied that, subject to any decision by the 


Advisory Committee, it was proposed to keep the woman in internment 


Property Passing to the Executor 
as Such. 


Ir woutp be idle to speculate what was the intention of the 
draftsman of the Finance Act, 1894, when he spoke in sec- 
tion 9 (1) of ‘‘ property which does not pass to the executor 
It is charitable to suppose that he himself had 
a clear idea of what he intended, and did not foresee the 
trouble which ‘‘ as such ’’ would give to persons who had to 
advise on or judicially to interpret the statute. The matter, 
as we have already noticed (ante, p. 452), has now been settled 
by the House of Lords in O’Grady v. Wiumot (ante, p. 456), 
but the appearance of the full judgments in the current Lau 
Reports (1916, 2 A. C. 231) makes it interesting to review 
the remarkable diversity of judicial opinion to which the ques- 
tion has given rise. 

This question is whether a fund, over which a testator had 
a general power of appointment, and which he in fact 
appointed by his will, passes to the executor ‘‘ as such,’’ so as 
to throw the estate duty in respect of the fund on his resi- 
duary estate, or whether it does not pass to the executor “‘ 
such,’’ in which case the duty is by section 9 (1) a charge on 
the fund itself. It is admitted, on the one hand, that the 
fund does not pass to the executor merely because he has been 
appointed executor. In addition to his nomination as execu- 
tor, there must be an appointment of the fund by the will. 
It is equally admitted, on the other hand, that, provided 
there is such an appointment, the executor is the person to 
whom the trustees of the fund should pay it, and who can 
give a receipt for it. In order to satisfy the phrase 
such,’’ is it sufficient that the executor is entitled under his 
appointment and the provisions of the will to receive the fund, 
or is it necessary that he should be entitled by his mere 
appointment as executor? 

The view that the fund does pass to the executor as such if 
he is as executor entitled to receive it, however his title may 
arise, is, if we may so describe it, the prima facie construction 
of the statute—the view which would naturally be taken by a 
who read the statute in its plain, straightforward 
meaning, and without reference to obsolete subtleties as to 
the nature of legal and equitable assets, or as to the former 
incidence of probate duty. It commended itself to 
Buck.ey, J., in Re Moore (1901, 1 Ch. 691) and Re Dixon 


as such. = 


as 


* as 


person 


(1902, 1 Ch, 248); to Swinren Eapy, J., in Re Fearnsides 
(1903, 1 Ch. 250) and Re Creed (Weekly Notes, 1905, 94); 


to Nevitie, J., in Le Orlebar (1908, 1 Ch. 136); to Cozens- 
Harpy, M.R., and Movutton and Farwe tu, L.JJ., in Le 
Hadley (1909, 1 Ch. 20); and to Lord Parmoor in O'Grady 
v. Wilmot (supra). In Re Moore and Re Dixon, Buck.ey, 
J., pointed oui that the executor did not, as was suggested 
in Re (1900, 2 Ch. 648), take the appointed 
fund as trustee under the appointment. He takes adversely 
to the appointee, and only becomes a trustee for him when 
the debts are paid; and in Re Fearnsides, Swinren Eapy, J., 
held that whatever assets an executor rightfully receives pass 
to him as executor, even though they do not pass te him 


Treasure 


virtute oficii. So in Re Orlehar, Nevitue, J., held that it 
was sufficient if he took them because he was executor. 
But when it is noticed that this construction throws on 


the residue a burden which it had not te bear when probat: 
duty was chargeable, it is natural to inquire a little moré 
closely into what the Legislature must be taken to have really 
intended. In Re Treasure, Kexewicn, J., founded his judg 
ment mainly on the distinction that the executor does not take 
virtute officii, but is to be considered as a trustee under the 
appointment. And in Re Power (1901, 2 Ch. 659), Bykne, J., 
supported the restriction to assets taken virtute officti by refer- 
ence to the decisions on probate duty. Thus in Drake v. Attor 
ney-General (10 Cl. & F. 257) it was held that appointed funds 
were not subject to probate duty. That was levied only on 
the property of the testator; a further test being that, for 





in the interests of the public safety and the defence of the realm. 


assets to be liable, they must be recoverable by virtue of the 
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probate only (Platt v. Routh,6 M. & W., p. 791). The duty 
was extended to appointed funds by 23 Vict. c. 15, s. 4, 
but was by section 5 specifically charged on them in exonera- 
tion of the testator’s residuary estate. The same line of deei- 
sions also led Byrne, J., to refer to the distingtion between 


legal and equitable assets. This had been applied to probate | 
duty in Attorney-General v. Brunning (8 H. L. C., p. 258), 
| able assets. If, then, the phrase 


where it was considered whether proceeds of sale of real estate 
contracted to be sold by the testator in his lifetime were legal 
or equitable assets. It was held that, since the executor was 
entitled by his mere appointment, he took as executor, and 
therefore they were legal assets in his hands. In other words, 
the test whether the assets were legal was also the test of 
their liability to probate duty. ‘‘ Turning to the Finance 
Act, 1894,’’ said Byrne, J., ‘‘ and bearing in mind that 
estate duty was intended to be analogous to probate duty, 1 
cannot gather any suggestion of intention to alter the inci- 
dence of duty in respect of funds appointed under a general 
power.” This judgment, in effect, contains the reasoning 
which has now prevailed in the House of Lords. It was 
adopted by WarRincTON, J., in Re Dodson (1907, 1 Ch. 284), 
and so, too, in Re Hadley (1909, 1 Ch. 20), Parker, J., seems 
to have been mainly influenced by the consideration that the 
Legislature had shewn no intention of making the incidence of 
estate duty differ from that of probate duty. 

In Re Hadley the Court of Appeal adopted what we have 
called the plain, straightforward view. The Master of the 
Rolls protested against the importation inte the Finanee Act 
of the distinction between legal and equitable assets; but, 
waiving the protest, the argument founded on the distinction, 
in his opinion, failed, for, following a suggestion of the late 
Mr. Josuvua WILLiaAMs in “‘ Real Assets,’’ p. 13, he held that 
appointed funds were legal assets, and therefore passed to the 
executor as such. But Movutton, L.J., treated the Act of 
1894 as making a totally fresh start in taxation. Its con- 
struction depended, in his view, neither on the abolished pro- 
bate duty nor on the distinction between legal and equitable 
assets. ‘‘It is,’’ he said, “‘ inconceivable to my mind that in 
the year 1894 the Legislature intended to make the incidence 
of the estate duty on personal property depend on the recon- 
dite and intricate distinctions which the courts used to make 
between legal and equitable assets.’’ Farweti, L.J., also 
treated the Finance Act, 1894, as a new departure, sweeping 
away the older modes of taxation in order to give place to 
more stringent and far-reaching demands; and since the 
executor received the appointed funds, and was liable in 
respect of them to creditors as executor, and not as trustee, 
under the appointment—for he takes in defeasance of the 
appointment—he took ‘‘as such.’’ The learned Judge also 
agreed with the Master of the Rolls that appointed funds 
were legal assets. 

The House of Lords have rejected the plain, straightfor- 
ward view, and have decided in favour of the subtler reason- 
ing, based on the nature of the executor’s title and the inci- 
dence of the former probate duty. The judgment of Lord 
Buckmaster, C., contains a luminous survey of the matter 
from these points of view. Under the early doctrine of the 
Court of Chancery, as explained in Thompson v. Towne (1694, 
2 Vern. 319) and Townshend v. Windham (1750, 2 Ves. 8. 
1), the appointed funds are not part of the estate of the testa- 
tor ; they are only subject to an equity to be applied, if wanted, 
for payment of debts. For this purpose equity interposes to stop 
them in transitu, and they are diverted to the executor. Hénce 
his title arises, not by virtue of his appointment as executor, 
but in consequence of this equitable doctrine; and though 
under Re Philbrick’s Settlement (34 L. 3. Ch. 368) and Re 
Hoskin’s Trusts (56 Ch. D. 229) the executor is entitled to 
receive the funds whether required for payment of debts or 
not, yet the Lord Chancellor treated this as being a mere 
rule of convenience, and not as indicating any change in the 
title of the executor. Moreover, he dissented from Mr. 
Josuua WILLIAMS’ suggestion that appointed funds were legal 
assets. The distinction between legal and equitable assets 





depended on the form in which the creditor could enforce his 
remedies, and all assets with which the executor would be 
charged in a creditor’s action at law were legal assets (Cook 
v. Gregson, 1856, 3 Drew, 54). This includes equitable in- 
terests in property (¢4:d.), for as to these equity follows the 
law; but it does not include the equitable stoppage tm tran- 
situ in respect of appointed funds, and such funds are equit- 
‘as such ’’ connotes legal 
assets, it does not cover appointed funds. 

But the dominating consideration is that estate duty is an 
extended form of duty leviable on death; in many cases it 
was simply a substitute for probate duty, and the scheme of 
the statute did not require that the incidence of the duty as 
between beneficiaries should be altered. By making the words 
‘as such’’ equivalent—as Lord Buckmaster did—to qua 
executor or virtute officW, any such alteration is avoided. On 
the doctrine of the above probate duty cases assets which the 
executor so takes are assets to which he makes a title by pro- 
duction of probate alone, without reference to any of the pro- 
visions of the will. This he eannot do as regards appointed 
funds, and hence they do not pass to the executor as such, and 
they must bear their own estate duty, just as formerly they 
bore their own probate duty. The same considerations pre- 
vailed with Lord ATKINson, and also with Lord Sumner, who 
laid stress on the executor’s title to appointed funds arising 
only by virtue of the equitable stoppage tm transiéu, an 
analogy from the common law which doubtless appealed to 
him. Lord Parmoor, in his dissenting judgment, followed 
the same line as Mouton, L.J., in Re Hadley, treating the 
estate duty as an entirely new duty, taking the words “ as 
such’’ in their ordinary meaning, and declining to admit thé 
relevancy of the distinction between legal and equitable assets. 

This distinction has been practically obsolete ever since 
specialty and simple contract debts were put on the same foot- 
ing for the purposes of administration by the Administration 
of Estates Act, 1869, and there was, of course, no express 
intention to revive it for the purpose of explaining the Finance 
Act, 1894. At the same time, analogies taken from earlier 
law may be useful in explaining a statute dealing with pro- 
perty and the title to property, and the reference on the 
present point to the old doctrine of legal assets has not been 
unprofitable. It has laid a foundation for giving to the 
phrase ‘‘as such’’ a meaning which, although not at once 
apparent, is in harmony with the practice of the old courts 
of common law and equity, and which carries out the objects 
of the Legislature without altering the rights of beneficiaries 
inter se. It is a case in which the simpler reasoning of 
Movutton, L.J., and the judges on the same side—BucktLey, 
Swinren Eapy, and Nevitue, JJ., and the Master of the 
Rolls, Farweii, L.J., and Lord Parmoor—was, if we may 
express an opinion, properly set aside in favour of the subtler, 
but really more practical, reasoning of the Lord Chancelbor 
and the judges on his side—KekeEw.cu, Byrne, WaArRRING- 
ron, and Parker, JJ., and Lords Arkinson and SuMNeR. 








Reviews. 
Books of the Week. 


Income Tax, — How to Claim Repayment of Income Tax 
for Year 1916-17. Fred. C. Mathieson & Sons, 16, Copthail-avenue, 
E.C. Trade supplied by Effingham Wilson. 1s. net. 

Emergency Legislation.—War Restrictions as they Affect 
your Business. A Guide to the Emergency Legislation and Regu- 
lations. Prepared by C. H. Carrenrer, Barrister-at-Law. Effing- 
ham Wilson. 6d. net. 








In a written answer to Sir Robert Pearce, Mr. Herbert Samuel says :— 
The three hours following midnight (Summer Time) of the night of 
30th September-lst October are included in the Summer Time period. 
The change does not take place until 3 a.m. Summer lime, or 2 a.m. 
(ireenwich Time, on the 1st October. At that hour the clocks will 
be put back one hour, so that the period 2-3 a.m, Summer Time will 
be followed by a period 2-3 a.m. Greenwich Time, and they can readily 
be distinguished by the addition of the wgrds ‘‘ Summer Time” or 
‘‘Greenwich Time,” as the case may be. 
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Correspondence. 


Deduction of Income Tax from Mortgage Interest. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 


Sir,—I wish that you could give me some guidance in your 
columns on a practical matter relating to the deduction of income 
tax from payments of interest. In the Times of Wednesday, 5th 
April, 1916, it was stated that the new rate would be as follows 
Unearned income where the 
total Income earned and 
unearned fs 


Not over £300 
£300 to £500 
£500 to £1,000 
£1,000 to £2,000 
Over £2,000 5s 


Acting on behalf of mortgagees whose income not 
£2,000 per annum, it seems to me that the mortgagor has no right 
to insist on a full deduction of 5s. in the £. The analogies of rail 
way or industrial companies are not to the point, as they must 
treat all at one rate, and that, the highest; in the cases of mort 
gages, we are dealing with individuals only, and why should a 
mortgagee be compelled to pay an excessive rate on the plea that 
repayment of the excess from the Inland Revenue 
Further, no one knows what rate of tax 
A will be chargeable on real estate in January 
1917 


Rate. 
Od. 
6d. 
6d 
6d 
Od 


3s. 
3s 
4s 
4s. 


does reach 


he can get a 

authorities ? 

under Schedule 

1917, for the year ending 6th April 
Aug. 21 


See under 


income 


PUZZLED. 
Ep 


Current 


Topies 


Finance Act (No. 2), 1915—Section 2 Finance 


Act, 1912. 
Journal and Weekly Reporte ] 


lieitors 


[To the Editor of the So 


We have read with interest your reports and leading articles 
on the questions raised by section 2 of the 1912 Finance Act but do 
not recollect having seen a report of Lewis v. Hughes & Richards, 
heard in the Court of Appeal on the 14th March of this year 

rhis case is fully reported in the Brewers’ Journal of 15th April 
and is of great importance to those members of the profession who 
the raised by the above 


si 


are concerned in section 
referred to 

Instead of clearing up the difficulties that had been raised, as 
it was generally understood the 1915 Act intended to, it has 
left the questions unsolved, and, in addition, has raised further 
dithiculties Exnest Bevin & Son 


Devereux-chambers, Temple W.C., Aug. 23. 

{|Our correspondents’ lette: useful reminder of the unsatis 
factory nature of the repeal effected by section 18 of the Finance (No 
2) Act, 1915. The case they refer to is also reported ante, p. 367 ; 
1916, 1 K. B. 831; 114 L. T. 643. Our own comments on it (ante, 
p. 548) were on the lines of their letter. At any other time than the 
present the matter would have attracted more notice. Ep. S.J.} 


questions 


was 


London, 


Is a 


War Expenditure Certificates. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ 


Sir,—The Bank of England 
whether income tax was payable 
on certificates. The form 


Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 


when I applied could not say 
on the interest for the two years 


these supplied for application did not 


give the information either, so | wrote to the Treasury and got a | 


reply (Reference 20,205/16) as follows 


The profit on a War Expenditure Certificate, like the profit on a 


Treasury Bill, is liable to income tax, and should be included by 


the investor in his income tax return for the year in which the 
‘ | 


Certificate matures.”’ 

This information may be of interest to your readers, and I may 
say that section 24 (3) of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1888, 
bears out the statement as to when the income should be returned 
for tax. There is a sporting element therefore in War Expenditure 
Certificates. At 89 the return is exactly six per cent., and you 
may get net £4 10s. per cent. if the rate keep at 5s. in the £, or 
more if the tax go down, or less if it go up 

It would have cost nothing of practical moment but a little 
thought and care if the Treasury had given the information on the 
forms they issue; but Government Departments are past praying 
for. KE. T. Hargraves 

10, Coleman-street, London, E.C 


Aug. 23 


| point 


‘CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
House of Lords. 


Ke GEORGE CORDING (LIM.) AND fe THE TRADE-MARKS ACT, 
1905. 18th and 20th July. 


TRADE-MARK—Name WRITTEN BacKWARDS—‘‘ GNIDROC '’—INVENTED 
Worp—CoMBINATION OF LeTTERS—‘‘ CALCULATED TO DECEIVE 
TRADE-Marks Act, 1905 (5 Ep. 7, c. 15), ss. 3, 9, 11. 

Held, that the applicants were not entitled to register ** Gnidro 
as a trade-mark since in the circumstances it was calculated to deceive 
within section 11 of the T'rade-Marks Act, 1905. 

In the opinion of their lordships, neither party had an exclusive right 
to the word ‘*‘Cording”’ as a trade-mark, but if the suggestion mad 
by the applicants, and not opposed by the respondents, that the letter 
‘(i"’ should be omitted from the mark (which was simply the word 

Cording”’ spelt backwards), were accepted, and the charge of fraud 
against the appellants withdrawn, then in this particular case the word 
could remain on the register, which would be rectified in accordance 
with the agreement between the parties. 

Decision of Court of Appeal (reported 60 SoLicirors’ JOURNAL, 352; 
1916, 1 Ch. 422) affrmed 

Appeal from a decision of the Court of Appeal reversing a decision 
of Neville, J. George Cording (Limited), makers and sellers of 
waterproof goods, applied for the registration as a trade-mark of the 
word ‘‘Gnidroc’’ in class 40, which consists of rubber goods. J. ( 
Cording & Co. (Limited), rivals in business, opposed the application 
on various grounds, inter alia, that it was not a word at all, but a mere 
dis-spelling of ‘‘ Cording ’’ spelt backwards. They submitted that their 
own goods were known as ‘‘Cording’’ goods, and that the proposed 
registration was ‘‘ calculated ta deceive,’ and to lead persons to buy 
the goods of George Cording (Limited) in mistake for their own. The 
overruled these objections, and found that the word 

Gnidroc ’’ was proper to be admitted on the register as a trade 
mark. Messrs. J. C. Cording & Co. (Limited) thereupon brought or 
two motions : (1) by way of appeal from the Registrar’s decision and 
(2) to remove the mark in question. The two applications came on 
together. Neville, J. (ante, p. 238), held that ‘‘ Cording’’ spelt back 
wards was registrable as a trade-mark, but the Court of Appeal (ante, 
p. 352) were of opinion that though ‘‘ Gnidroc’’ was a combination of 
letters within section 3 of the Act of 1905, it was not an invented word 
within section 9 (3) of the Act, and in the circumstances was calculated 
to deceive, and therefore could not be registered. George Cording 
Limited) appealed from that decision. 

Lord LoreBURN said that the appellants’ 
were entitled to use the name of ‘“‘ Cording,’’ one with the name George 
and the other with the initials ‘‘ J. C.’’ prefixed. In that state of 
things each of them ought to take special care to avoid such a user of 
the name as would tend to confuse buyers. The appellants had already 
registered, and they proposed to register again, the word ‘“ Gnidro 
if it was worthy of being called a word), which was Cording spelt 
backwards. He thought that that was calculated to deceive within the 
meaning of section 11 of the Trade-Marks Act, 1905, for persons might 
theraly easily be misled into buying the goods of one firm for the goods 
f the other. It was now proposed bby counsel for the appellants, and 
not objected to by counsel for the respondents, that the letter ‘‘G’ 
should be omitted from the mark. He thought it right, however, to 
out, that in the Court of Appeal quite a different question had 
been raised, which involved a charge of fraud. That charge in this 
House had beén withdrawn. He desired to say that he thought that 
was a proper course, for the charge had not been made out, and the 
reflections made by the Court of Appeal on the conduct of the 
appellants were not such as he could assent to. With the omission of 
the letter ‘‘G’’ and the rectification of the register he saw no reason 
why the mark should not remain, but, while dismissing the appeal, 
this judgment must not be taken as implying that the respondents had, 


Registrar 


case was that two persons 





in the opinion of their lordships, established any exclusive right to the 
word ‘‘ Cording.”’ 

Lords ParKer, SUMNER and WrReENBURY concurred.—CounskEL, for the 
appellants, Kerly, K.C., and F. C. Underhay; for the respondents, 7 
Terrell, K.C., and Ashton Cross; for the Registrar of Trade-Marks 
Sir PF. BE. Smith, A.-G., and Austen-Cartmell. Sotiacrrors, Garrard 
Wolfe, & Clarke: Vallance & Vallance ; Solicitor to the Board of 
Jrade; 


a * 


(,a2e, 


[Reported by Ensxrne Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.) 


Court of Appeal. 


PYPER v. MANCHESTER LINERS (LIM.). No. 1. 
29th July. 
COMPENSATION—‘‘ [INJURY By ACCIDENT '’—DEATH ~ FROM 
EVIDENCE or GRADUALLY INCREASING EXHAUSTION—N 0 
WorkKMeEN’s Compensation Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, 


20th, 21st, and 


WORKMEN'S 
HEAT-STROKE 
SUDDEN SEIZURE 
c. 58), s. 1 (1) 
{ stoker employed on a steamer navigating the Red Sea waa certified 

to have died from ‘ heat-stroke’’ after having collapsed in the cours 

of his employment. The evidence was that the deceased had suffer ! 
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from exhaustion caused by the effects of working ma very high tem- 
perature for some days before his death, and that the pal collapse 
The county court judge thought that 


was not sudden or une xpe cted 
, that 


heat-stroke nece ssarily connoted a sudden event, and therefore 
the death arose trom accident. 

Held, that the death was due to voluntary submission to a well-known 
cause likely to affect the deceased, and that there was no evidence of 
accident. 

Ismay, Imrie, & Co. v. Williamson (1908, A. C. 437) distinguished. 

Appeal by the employers from an award of the county court judge 
at Manchester, giving compensation to the widow of a stoker who died 
of heat-stroke in the Red Sea. The evidence shewed that the deceased, 
in common with other stokers, suffered greatly from the heat in the 
stokehold from the time the vessel entered the Red Sea going south 
until his death some four or five days later. He was first medically 
treated on the day before his death. The next day he went to work 
with his watch, but complained of feeling very ill, and had to rest 
He resumed work in the afternoon, but collapsed alto 


for some time. 
for treatment, died 


gether later, and, having been brought on deck 
without having recovered consciousness. An inguiry was held at 
Perim, and it was certified that he had died from heat-stroke. The 
county court judge held that the death was due to an accident, and 
the employers appealed. Cur. adv. vult. 

THe Court allowed the appeal. 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., concurred with the judgments delivered 
by the other members of the Court, adding that he thought the nature 
of the injury was properly stated in the original application, before it 
was amended, as being ‘‘ heat-stroke and exhaustion on the 2nd, 3rd, 
4th, 5th and 6th June, 1915, death taking place on the latter day.”’ 

Pickrorp, L.J., having dealt with the evidence, said he thought the 
learned judge had assumed without any evidence that the expression 
‘ heat-stroke "’ necessarily meant something sudden. According to 
medical treatises, however, heat might produce death in various ways, 
the three principal being heat syncope, heat apoplexy or asphyxia, and 
hyper-pyrexia or thermic fever. There was no definite evidence as to 
vhich of these was present, but the last might probably be excluded, 
is Pyper’s temperature was found to be normal. In the first the 
symptoms were usually those of exhaustion, usually preceded by sick- 
ness and excitement, followed by syncope. In the second the attack 
vas usually sudden and in the form of an apoplectic seizure. His 
lordship thought that here the first was the probable cause of death, 
but he did not base his judgment on that view, but on the facts proved 
in evidence. It was strongly contended that the Court was bound to 
hold, on the authority of /smay, Imrie, d Co. v. Williamson (1908, 
A. C. 437) and certain other cases, that the death of the deceased 
was due to accident, and his lordship had felt considerable doubt at 
times during the argument whether that case and WVaskery v. Lanca- 
7B. W. C. C. 428) and S#rintons (Limited) vy. 
230) did not cover the present case; but on the 
none of those cases was 


shire Shipping Co. 
Turney (1905, A. C 
whole he did not think that they did. In 
there a voluntary submission to a well-known normal cause affecting 
the greater part of the crew, and known by the deceased to be likely 
to affect him, though he knew not to what extent. The man’s death 
ould not be said to be due to accident, and therefore the appeal must 
be allowed. 

WarrincTon, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect.—CounsEL, 
(freaves Lord; Cyril Atkinson, K.C.. and 7'. Eastham. SOLICITORS, 
Botterell & Poche. for Vaudrey, Oppenheim, & Mellor, Manchester ; 
C. B. Shepherd, for Field &: Cunningham, Manchester. 

[Reported by H. Laneroep Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re YENIDJE TOBACCO CO. (LIM.) AND Re THE COMPANIES 
A 


T, 1908. No. 1. 28th July. 
Private Company—ONLY 
3ETWEEN THEM—DEADLOCK 
** Jost AND EQUITABLE’ 
69), s. 129. 


Two Drrecrors— 
APPLICATION OF 
CoMPANIES, (Con 


CoMPANY—WINDING-UP 
CompLete DisAGREEMENT 
PARTNERSHIP PRINCIPLES 
SOLIDATION) Act, 1908 (8 Ep. 7, « 
Where a of affairs exists in a private company, as, for 

nstance, a complete deadlock the directors and sole share 

holders, that would justify a dissolution of partnership by order of the 

Court, if the company were an ordinary partnership, the Court will 

exercise the diacretion conferred upon it hy the Companies (Consolida 

tion) Act, 1908, s. 129 (vi.), and wind up the company on the ground 
that it is just and equitable that this should be done. 

Appeal by the respondent, Louis Rothman, from an order of Astbury, 
J., for the compulsory liquidation of the above company. Rothman 
and Weinberg, the petitioner, had each carried on a tobacco an®@ cigar- 
ette manufacturing business, and had decided to amalgamate. The com 
pany was registered as a private company for the purpose of acquiring 
About three-quarters of the ordinary 
shares were held by Weinberg, Rothman holding the remainder. They 
were the only two directors, and held office for life. Astbury, J., held 
that although the company’s business was for the present commercially 
prosperous, a deadlock had arisen by reason of the complete disagree 
ment of the two directors on all points, and that as there was no likeli- 
hood of this being removed, it was expedient to wind up the company. 
tothman appealed from this order. 

THe Courr dismissed the appeal 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said the Court had 
what conditions a partnership could exist in the guise of a private 
company. Two owness of tobacco businesses having decided to amal 


condition 
hetween 


and carrying on both businesses 


to consider under 





gamate, formed a private company, in which they were the sole directors 
shareh The articles provided for the exclusion of any cast- 
ing vote, and a quorum. In the event of one par- 
ticular class of dispute the matter was to be referred to arbitration, 
but there was no general reference to arbitration. There had been one 
dispute, about the appointment of one Litiger as manager, referred to 
arbitration, the had amounted to £1,000, and it had led to no 
result. In those circumstances, supposing it had been the case of an 
ordinary partnership, it was quite clear there would have been good 
ground for an order for dissolution for the reasons stated in Lindley 
on Partnership, at p. 657, where he said that refusal to meet on matters 
of business and continued quarrelling were sufficient to justify a dis- 
solution. Here Rothman had commenced an action against Weinberg, 
charging him with fraud in inducing him to execute the agreement to 
his business to the company. Was it likely or reasonable in those 
s that the two partners could possibly work together as 
; for the management of the business’? The arbitrator had 
decided that Litiger ought not to be dismissed from position as 
manager, but Rothman would not allow him to act as such, and he was 
therefore in the fortunate position of drawing £5 a week for doing 
nothing. A meeting of the board of directors, who were not even on 
speaking terms with each other, could only be reminiscent of a musical 
The Court ought not to allow state of things to 
continue. It was said, however, that this not a partnership, but 
s a partnership disguised as a private company, and 
the same principles must be applied. The words of the section were 
not limited by the ejusdem rule. The Court was bound to 
say that the same circumstances as would have justified a dissolution 
of a partnership by action ought to bring about a winding-up of the 
there was a case of complete deadlock it was the 

was now in a state which could not have been 
parties. It might be making large profits, but 
the matter. The appeal failed and must 


lders. 


made one director 


and 


costs 


ell 
circumstance 
they ought to 
his 


comedy such a 
was 


in substance it wa 


Jeneris 


company If ever 

[The company 
lated by the ; 
ot go to the root of 


present 
contem] 
that did 
be dismissed 
PICKFORD, concurred, and 
ment to the effect COUNSEI 
a: Richardson; Gore-Browne. 
Gd Webb: Arthur S Josepl 
[Reported by H. Lsnororp Lewis 


W ARRINGTON, L.J ‘ delivered judg- 
Hon. Frank Russell, K.C., and 
K.C., and Henrique SOLICITORS, 


Barrister-at-Law.] 


REX v. SPEYER. No. 2. Sth, 6th, and 7th June ; 25th July. 
ALIEN—NATURALIZED SUBJECT—PRIVyY COUNCILLOR—CAPACiTY FOR MEM 
BERSHIP—ACT OF SETTLEMENT, 1700 (12 & 13 Wm. 3, c. 2), s. 3 
NATURALIZATION Act, 1844 (7 & 8 VicT., c. 66), ss. 2, 6—NATURALIZA 
TION Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict., c. 14), s. 7—BritTisH NATIONALITY 

AND STATUS oF ALIENS Act, 1914 (4 & 5 Geo. 5, c. 17), 8. 3 
fh the 


British Nationality and Status of Aliens 
provision 


The effect of section 3 
iet, 1914 that the 
1700, rendering an ali¢ 
pply t n alie) 


n section 3 of the {er i Nettlement, 
unculor, 


of being a 
British 


n born ine apable 


Privy Ce 
who has / 


does o¢ hecome a naturalized 


thject 
Decision of 
Appeal 
Di isional 
missing a 


B. 595) affirmed 


against 


Divisional Court (1916, 1 X. 
Sir George Makgill as the relator an order of the 
ut (Lord Reading, C.J., Avory and Lush, JJ.), dis 
rule nisi directing that Sir Edgar Speyer should shew cause 
information in the nature of a should not be 
against him to shew by what authority he was, or claimed 
member of His Majesty’s Privy Council for Great Britain, 
and exeré the rights, powefs and privileges of a person who was 
a member of that Cx The rule was obtained on the grounds that 
Sir Edgar Speyer out of the United Kingdom and the 
dominions thereto be and was not the son of English parents, 
and that by the provisions of the statute known as the Act of Settle 
1700 (12 & 13 Will. 3, c. 2, s. 3), and the British Nationality and 
Aliens Act, 1914 (4 & 5 Geo. 5, c? 17, s. 3, sub-section 2), he 
was not capable of being a member of the Privy Council. The Divi- 
sional Court held that the effect of section 3 of the Act of 1914 was that 
the provision in section 3 of the Act of Settlement that no alien born 
person was capable of being a Privy Councillor did not apply to an 
who had become a naturalized British subject, and that the effect 
the same position 

Kingdom, entitled 
and 
was 


the 


why an quo warranto 


exhibited 
to be. a 
uncil, 
was born 


] 


longi! 


ment 
Status of 


alien 
of naturalization 
as if he were a natural-born subject of the 
h to all political and other rights, pe 
bligations which a natural-born 


vas to put the person in exactly 
United 
mwers 


ind privileges, 


British 


as such 
incurring all subject 
unde 

THE 

SWINFEN 
Edgar Spever 
parents, and, 
naturalized 


dismissed tne appeal 
course of his judgment, that 
itside the King’s dominions of alien 
alien 20th February. 1892, 
He was sworn of His Majesty’s 
22nd November, 1909, and took 
The appellant insisted that Sir 
member of 


Court, after consideration, 
Eapy, L.J., in the 
was born in 1862 
German 


said Sir 


and in on 
sritish subject 
Privy Council for Great Britain on 
his place at the Board accordingly. 
Edgar Spever had been wrongfully and illegally sworn a 
the Privy Council, and the question depended upon the true construc- 
tion of the statutes relating to naturalized British subjects. At the 
date of the Act of Settlement, and previous to the passing of that Act, 
an alien could not be of the British Parliament, nor could 
he possess the parliamentary franchise. If; he were 
naturalized, which at that time could only be done by Act of Parlia- 
ghts, ileges, and capacities whatsoever 
An alien could, however, be a 


being a 


became a 


1 member 
how ever, 


ment, he acquired all the ri pris 
of a natural-born subject of the King. 
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member of the Pr Cou as neither at common law nor by statute 
was there any limitation with regard to the persons whom the Sovereign 
might appoint to | nembers of his Coun The appellant further 
urged that, if the appointment was valid, Sir Edgar Speyer eased to be 
capable of remaining the Privy Council by reason of sub-section 2 
of section 3, of t B h Nati lit und Status of Aliens Act, 1914 
His lordshiy; ild t accede to the argument on behalf of the appellant 
on that part t is No part of the Act of Settlement was abso 
utely repealed Act of 1844 nd when the Act of 1844 was 
repealed the Act Ss ement remained unrepealed and in full force, 
excel , i by t | sions of + Act of 1870 rhe 
effect of the Act 1914, w h provided that section 3 
t Act Settlement si j 4 fi us if the words ‘‘ naturalized 
t nitted t m to qualify and restrict the effect 
3¢ l ) pos sons naturalized the disqu cations 
mentioned in section 3 of t Settlement, or any of them, espe 
cia having regard to the f at tl unguage of section 3 (1) con 
ferring rights or ituralized pers vas more extensive than the 
language of the Act of 1870, and mcluded by providing that such a 
pe t ’ t ts and ul ses the status Of a natura 
born British subject It was to be noted that the argument of the 
appellant é t t nor me z to the omission of the words 
tura | r t! sectior Therefore, by the Act of 1870, an 
slier ‘ ituralized was entitled t i political and other rights, 
} rs and a itural-bdor! sritish subject was 
ent i P al rights ers and privileges extended to and in 
cluded the sht of a person to take part in the government of the 
Stats ! 1, and ts il administration, and in the 
naki ind enforcement of its law and in the preservation of law 
und ord The Act of Settlement ling that a person born 
t the ngdon iithoug! naturalized should not be cay able of 
bei 1m . the Privy Coun f Parliament, or of enjoying 
ta ff " t respect dir it irds a special object 
t | ti it s of I ited class of persons; but the 
Naturalizati Act 1870 iso d gy with the same spe ial obiect: 
the posit 1 right t same nited ss of persons. The Act 
70 re} ’ e Act 14 tained within itself the 
| hicl va t regula ind determine the rights and 
pr t ted " nd x regard to its language—t 
fer all y and rht powers, or privileges—it 
13 that so mu f Act of Settlement as was 
fl ended t t H 1 If the specia bject 
f \ Settlement w revent a limited class of 
pe rtain posit s, t pressed object of the 
Act of 187 is t t same ss of rsons, or some of them 
t ! I t 1 ! xe! right natural-t n su 
I nis | tne i ea ta ! ’ i § ild be ist i 
Put e and Ba L.JJ., read l ts to the flect 
CouUNSEI | / f K.( 1 ¢ 4 
t ! t ’ K.C nd / t 
~ s f ‘ s.{ j 1 / T 
und Pi ( S I 
bral {. ¢ S to 
t SK Rr B ster aw.7 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re A SOLICITOR. Sargant,J. 2ist July 
Practice—Mortt FoR ATTACHMENT—SOLI Notice or MorTIon 
SER VICE—SUBSTITUTED SERVICE 
i ‘ art / he that ¢ 
j i pe nal eofr 
P ty ; / 1 tf ue again him. the 
( rt / t f by leaving during 
Austr ho / f ) foqgether with py of 
th jer tol / x part pi on bef the Court, and 

¢} P ‘ t #h } 2 office 
hould f tf i@q ition on the Hicitor 
\la ha )} f } / 
This was an ex parte motion for lea ma substituted service of 
: motion for liberty to iss a writ of attachment against a 
ilicitor for his ntempt of Court in not having paid certain moneys 
ordered to be paid to the applicant by the s itor in his character of 
n officer of the Court within the mea section 4, sub-section 4 
of the Del Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict 62 There was evidence 
+} it the S tor 3 eping out of the " so as to av nid pers na] 
rvice { ule e applicat i that it was properly 
le | } and fer i Da s’ Chancery Practice 
th ed ut . and a » to the Ls¢ / ‘ Ste nef ld (1880 
W. R. 5 und M é Fal 5 Ch. 488), and to the 
Annual Practi for 1916, at p. 791, i yder to shew the power in the 
( rt t rder substituted service of a1 f motion for a writ of 
’ hi t wher persona : 1 not flected 
SARGANT, J., stated tl facts, and made the order that service of the 
notice of n yn, by leaving during business hours a copy of the notice 
of motion, together with a copy of the order to made on the present 
application, and copies of the affidavits in support of the motion, at 
t! solicitor’s office, should be deemed good service of the noti of 





motion on the solicitor.—Counset, Samuel Leeke. Soricrrors, Bar 
& Butler. 


[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Lew.] 





King’s Bench Division. 


FERGUSON v. COMMISSIONERS OF INLAND REVENUE. 
13th July. 

Revenvce—Unpevetorep Lanp Duty—DeveLopmMeNT By ERECTION oF 

Buitpincs—Lanp Unsuitt on—Ttme Regurrep tro Recovur Expenp: 

rune—Frinance (1909-10) Acr, 1910 (10 Ep. 7, c. 8), s. 16, sus 


SECTION (2). 


Atkin, J. 


Of certain land, consisting of about 93 acres, 49 acres were developed 














; 


hy the erection of buildings for brickworks, which had cost £36,000, 
to be free from undeveloped land duty. Other 44 acres were 
sary as a reserve of brickearth for the successful working of the 
undertaking, there being without them on the developed land enough 
to carry on the work for only five years; thirty years, however, being 

cexsary for the proper return of the capital expended on the buildings 
Held 


that these 44 acres were not developed by the erection of the 
buildings, and that expenditure with a view to land being used in future 
s0 as to recoup such expenditure is not a development or user of the 
land in itaelf. 


Appeal from the decision of a referee under the Finance Act (1909- 
10) Act, 1910, upon an appeal to him as to essessments of lands to un- 
developed land duty made by the Commissioners of Inland Revenue. 
Che lands in question belong to Ferguson, the appellant, and are situate 
in the parish of Enfield. They consist of 93 acres of ground, which 
were bought by the predecessor in title of the appellant in i899. 
appeal was in respect of three separate hereditaments forming part of 
these 93 acres, one of them being about 16 acres, another about 23 acres, 
and a third about 3 acres. The remainder is about 49 acres, and upon 
them the appellant’s predecessor in title, about 1899, erected buildings 
for brickworks which cost about £36,000. The whole of the 93 acres 
had been purchased with the object of working the brickearth, and the 

wks are in existence there, but the appellant’s predecessor failed to 
vork them essfully. The referee found that the brickearth in 
about 5 acres of the plot of 49 acres was still unworked, that it 
sufficient for the purpose of carrying on the work for five years, but 


lhe 


su 


vas 


that in order to obtain a proper return for the capital expended on the 
buildings it would be necessary to continue working the brickyard for 
thirty years; and, therefore, that the brickearth contained in the three 


ereditaments above mentioned was necessary as a reserve of brickearth 
e successful working of the undertaking. By section 16, sub 
ection (2), of the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, it is provided that, for 
the purpose of Part I. of the Act, the land shall be deemed to be 
developed land if it has not been developed by the erection of dwelling 
or of buildings for the purposes of any business, trade or in- 
justry other than agriculture (but including glasshouses or greenhouses), 
or is not otherwise used bond fide for any business, trade or industry 
ther than agriculture. The referee decided, on the appeal to him from 
the assessmen the Commissioners, that the hereditaments above 
mentioned containing 16 acres, 3 acres and 23 acres were not developed 
by the erection of buildings, and were therefore liable to undeveloped 
and duty Appeal from this decision to the High Court. 

Atkin, J., in giving judgment dismissing the appeal, said: The 
ppellant contends that the lands in question have been developed by 
building of the werks, as the owner will not be able to recoup |! 
self the money that has been expended unless he eventually uses the 

ay underneath. It not seem to me that this comes within the 
»f development by the erection of buildings. This question 


the 


doves 


ining 

been dealt with in Commissioners of Inland Revenue v. Duke of 
) nshire (1914, 2K. B. 627). It is true that Scrutton, J., in that case 
was dealing with-the question of development of land by the erection 
f dwelling-house under section 17, sub-section (4), but it appears 
to me that what Re says there, as reported at pp. 639-640, applies 


to the erection of business buildings for the purposes of a business. ‘So 
much of the land would be included as would be expected to go with 
tildings of this kind to make them fit for the purpose for which they 
ere erected. Whether land. is developed by the erection of dwelling: 
ises has to be ascertained by considering whether a man would have 
ected a dwelling-house of that description and that class, without 
so much land. It is perfectly obvious that in the case of Devonshire 
House nobody would build a house of that kind without large pieces 
f land, the land essential to its use; but it is not possible to say that 
33 acres are necessary to these buildings erected as brickworks. If 
then, this case does not fall within that class, it has to be considered 
vhether it is undeveloped land as not being used bond fide otherwise 
than as agricultural land. In fact, the land is not used in any other 
way than as agricultural land. It is used as market gardens. 
support for the contention of the appellant that he is entitled to hold 
the land without payment of development duty, in order that he may 
he able to recoup himself for the expenditure on the buildings, can be 
found in Brake v. Inland Revenue Commissioners (1915, 1 K. B. 731 


, 


There a person carrying on the business of land developer, and owning 
nds which he divided into plots and sold, was held not to 
within section 16, sub-section (2), 
The intention to use 


**use ”’ that 
of the Act 


for any business ”’ 
land the 


so as to be exempted from duty. the 








iN OF 
'ENDI 
SUB 
loped 
5,000, 
were 
f the 
ugh 
being 
lings 
yf the 
uture 
f the 
409- 
un- 
enue 
tuate 
which 
rhe 
rt of 
acres, 
upon 
dings 
acres 
d the 
ed to 
h in 
vas 
but 
n the 
d for 
three 
earth 
sub 
L, tor 
ew 
lling 
ri 
ses), 
ustry 
from 
above 
loped 
loped 
The 
id by 
nir 
s the 
n the 
stion 
te of 
pe: 2 
yplies 
with 
they 
lling 
} ive 
thout 
shire 
neces 
that 
If. 
Jered 
rwise 
other 
No 
hold 
ty 
un be 
yning 
that 
Act 








Aug. :6, 1910 THE SOLICI!1ORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 60.] 709 








after 80 as to get a return for expenditure is not a use of the land 
within the meaning of the statute. This view, I think, is supported 
by proviso (b) of sub-section (2), of section 16, which provides for 
treating land on which roads and sewers have been constructed as 
developed land to the extent of one acre for every £100 expended. 
This seems to mean that, apart from the proviso to the section, the 
expenditure on land with a view to working it thereafter so as to 
realiie the expenditure, cannot be said to be a development or user of 
the land in itself, and that there has been provided by the section a 


special protection under those circumstances. Appeal dismissed .— 
Couns, for the appellant, W. Allen; for the Crown, Sir F. E. Smith, 
A.-G., and Sheldon. Soricirtors, for the appellant, Hammond a 


Richards ; for the Crown, The Treasury Solicitor. 
(Reported by G. H. Knorr, Barrister-at-law.] 








New Orders, &c. 


New Statutes. 
On 17th August the Royal Assent was given to the following Acts : 


Finance (Exchequer Bonds) Amendment Act, 1916; 
Special Commissions (Dardanelles and Mesopotamia) Act, 1916; 
Elementary Education (Fee Grant) Act, 1916; 


and to several local and private Acts. 








Verification of Copies of Wills. 

The following direction of the President as to the discontinuance of 
the practice ot issuing “‘special’’ copies, verified by his lordship, of 
wills and other documents filed in the Princi pal Probate Registry, has 
been issued :— 

‘Principal Probate Registry, Somerset House, London, W.C.. 
‘16th August, 1916 

‘The President, being of opinion that certified copies of wills, | 
records, &c., are sufficiently and properly verified by the signature of 
the registrar who affixes the seal of the court, without any furthe: 
verification by his lordship personally, has directed that notice be 
given that from and after the 30th September. 1916, certified copies 
will be verified by the registrar and the seal of the court, and no 
further. 

‘A. MuscGrave, Senior Regist 











War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 
The London Gazette of 18th August contains the following :— 


1. A Proclamation, dated 18th August (printed below), unde 
section 43 of the Customs Consolidation Act, 1876, prohibiting the 
importation of certain articles into the United Kingdom. | 

2. A Proclamation, dated 18th August (printed below), prohibiting | 
the exportation from the United Kingdom of certain articles to Sweden. 

3. An Order in Council, dated 18th August (printed below), dmend- | 
ing the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914. 

4. An Order in Council, dated 18th August (printed below), defining 
a new area—the Eastern Area—under the Defence of the Realm (Liquor 
Control) Regulations, 1915. | 

5. An Order in Council, dated 18th August (printed below), extend- 
ing the Midlands Area under the Defence of the Realm (Liquor Con 
trol) Regulations, 1915. 

6. An Order in Council, dated 18th August, applying to the Isle of 
Man, with adaptations, the Courts (Emergency Powers) Amendment 

t, 1916 and the Courts (Emergency Powers) (No. 2) Act, 1916. 

7. A translation of an Ordinance of the German Government, dated 
22nd July (Reichs Gasetzblatt, 1916, No. 166) (pfinted below), further 
altering the Prize Ordinance of Wth September, 1909. 

8. A licence, dated 14th August (printed below), to British under 
writers to carry into effect certain insurances with persons in the United 
States who have been placed on the “ Statutory List.’’ 

9. A Foreign Office Notice, dated 18th August, that additions have | 
been made to the list of persons and bodies of persons to whom articles 
to be exported to Liberia may be consigned. 

10. A Notice that appointments have been made to the Appeal 
Tribunals under the Military Service Act, 1916, as follows :—County of 
Somerset (1); County of Cambridge (1); Northumberland (2). 

11. A Notice that Orders have been made by the Board of Trade, 
under the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requiring 
three more businesses to be wound up, bringing the total to 312. 

12. A Notice of the Minister of Munitions of a revised list of maxi 
mum prices for pig and bar iron under the Order of 7th July, 1916, 
and general permit of the same date. The Order was made under the 
provisions of Defence of the Realm Regulation 30a (ante, p. 623). 

13. Admiralty Notices to Mariners as follows :— 

(1) No. 899 of the year 1916, dated 16th August (being a revision 
of section I of No. 669 of 1916), making traffic regulations for the 


Firth of Forth. No merchant vessel will be permitted, unless 





the 
Unie 


not under control, to anchor within the limits of the Firth of Forth, 
and this, as well as the approaches thereto, will be patrolled by 
Naval Patrol Boats or other Government vessels. 
2) No. 904 of the vear 1916, dated 17th August (being a revision 
f No. 1017 of 1915), making pilotage and traffic regulations for the 
River Humber. 
Both Notices are issued under the Defence of the Realm (Consolida- 
n) Regulations, 1914. 


Che London Gazette of 22nd August contains the following :— 


14. An Order in Council, dated 22nd August, including variations in 
Statutory List contained in the Trading with the Enemy 


(Statutory List) Proclamation, 1916 (No. 3), as follows :—Additions : 


Argentina (7); Bolivia (4); Brazil (7); Colombia (13); Denmark (6); 
Ecuador (3); Morocco (5); Netherlands (15); Netherland East Indies 
(21); Norway (1); Spain (1) ; Uruguay (4); Venezuela (28). Removals : 
Brazil (3); Netherland East Indies (5); Norway (1); Paraguay (1); 
Persia (1); Philippine Islands (1 There are also a number of correc- 
tions in names and alterations in addresses of persons or firms in the 
lists already published. The provision for keeping =e dist up to date 
(ante, 684 Is Te} eated, and also the Note (ante » p. 


I 
15. The appointment, dated 17th August, of a Ron be Commission, 


consisting of Sir John A. Simon, K.C.V.O., K.C., Lord Justice Thomas 


F. Molony, and Denis 8S. Henry, Esq., K.C., to inquire into and report 
ipon the facts and circumstances connected with the treatment of Mr. 
Francis Sheehy Skeffington, Mr. Thomas Dickson, and Mr. Patrick J. 


MacIntyre upon and after their arrest on the 25th day of April last. 
16. A Treasury Notice, dated 19th August (printed below), as to 
Deposit of Securities. 


17. A Foreign Office Notice, dated 22nd August, that additions have 
been made to the lists published as a supplement to the London 
(raz of 14th August, 1916, of persons to whom articles to be ex- 
ported to China may be consigned 


18. A Notice that Orders have been made by the Board of Trade, 
under the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1915, requiring 


more businesses to be wound up, bringing the total to 321 


19. A Supplemental Order of the Central Control Board (Liquor 


Traffic) applying to the Midlands Area (South-East Warwickshire) the 
Orders as to Medicated Wines (ante, pp. 622, 658), and new Excise 
Licences (ante, p. 590 


> 


20. An Order, dated 19th August, 1916, of the Central Control 


soard (Liquor Traffi for the Midlands Area (South-East Warwick 


shire The chief provisions of the Order are printed below 
21. An Admiralty Notice to Mariners, No. 898 of the year 1916, 
dated 16th August (being a revision of Notice No. 705 of 1916, incor 


} 


+} 


a} 


wating section II. and III. of No. 669 of 1916) relating to Scotland, 
North-East Coast, and Orkney Isles, and containing Regulations made 
der the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914, for 


restriction of traffic and pilotage in the Pentland and Moray Firths, 
nd to traffic in Scapa Flow. The effect appears to be that traffic in 
ess ters is either absolutely prohibited or extremely dangerous. 
A Procl: i 
rociamation 
For PROHIBITING THE IMPORTATION OF CERTAIN ARTICLES INTO THI 
Unitep KixnGpom 
Re tals. } , 
As from and aft the Twenty-first day of August, 1916, subject as 
einafter provided, tl mportation into t United Kingdom of the 
x goods is hereby prohibited, viz 
Chestnut extract. 

Such lacquered war is Were expressly excepted from the pi , 
hibition on the importation of furniture, manufactured joinery, and 
ther wood manufactures which wa Aposed by the Prohibition of 
Import No. 4) Proclamation, 1916 

Glass, window and sheet. 
Glass, plate. 
Table are of glass 
Provided always, and t is hereby declared that th prohibition 
all not apply to any su goods whi ire imported under licence 
en by or on behalf of t Board of Trad ind subject t pl 
ns and nditions of I cence 
I Proclamation may | ted as t Prohibit Import (N ) 
ition, 191 
18t \ st 
A Proclamation 
)HIBITING, TNDER SEcTION 1 oF THE EXPORTATION or ARMS ACT, 
1900, AND SECTION 1 OF THE csToMs (ExportTATION RESTRICTION) 


Acr, 1914. roe ExportTaTION FROM THE UwnitepD KINGDOM OF 
CERTAIN ARTICLES TO SWEDEN 
Recitals of Section 1 of the Exportation of Arms Act, 1900, and 


tion 1 of the Customs (I x portation Restriction) Act, 1914. 


And whereas by virtue of a Proclamation, dated the 10th May, 1916, 


d n pursuance of the said Exportation of Arms Act, 1900, as 
ed by t Customs (Exportation Restriction) Act, 1914, certain 
“is are n , ted to be exported to the Kingdom of Sweden: 
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tion Sweden hatsoever other than those hereinafter 
excepted 
N therefore, & it,is hereby declared that the exportation ol 
the fe ng prohibited to all ports and destinations in 
Sweder 
\ é t by rtu iny Proclamation for the time 
bein n force ide under Section 8 of the Customs and Inland 
Reyep w Act, 1879, as a nded by any Act, or under the Exportation 
of Arn Act. 1900, a mended by any Act, prohibited to be exported 
to S lon xcept 
Vv nte« +t descript I 
2. Empt recepta returned to Sweden 
Wort thing na ther personal effects 
1 | r t inimals ordina ied for human 


Defence of the Realm Regulations. 
ORDER IN COUNCIL 





It is here ordered that the following amendments be made in the 
Defen the Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914 

In Regulation 2B, for the rds ‘‘sells, removes, or secretes it 

thout the nsent of the Admiralty or Army Council or the Minister 

Munitior there sha be substituted the rds ‘‘ (without the 
onsent of the Admiralty or Army Council or the Minister of Munitions 

< f ete t, or dea with 1t in any way contrary to 
ur nditions imposed in an cence, permit, or order that may have 
he granted in Tes} eof 

Aft le it t n ilatior hall be inserted 

On and of Septem! nineteen hundred and 
teer tor | rit i « ed tor the } ITpose ot char-a-bancs 
< < t ex n or triy { al rt except 
th imbulancs ri spital WOrkK or the 
l nded 1 

trips in connection with naval, military, or munition service 

t ‘ ince of nition worl t i m their work; o1 
trips h are certified by the chief officer of police for the 
r h the mot rit ed to be necessary 01 

ad t n t nterest t tra n j 

I n es mot pirit or causes or permits mot spirit 
to | ed travention this regulation, he shall be guiltv of a 

1 1 ffen unst these reguiations 

In this regulation the expr n ‘motor spirit’ has the same mean 
ng n P. VI. of the Finance (1909-10) Act. 1910 

After Re ition Yc the following regulation sha be inserted : 

i». Where there is reason to apprehend that the holding of any 
fa mpede or delay t production, repair, or transport of war 
mat or any work necessary for the successful prosecution of the 

i t shall be lawful for the Minister of Munitions to make an order 
prol ting t I ling of the fair, and if the fair is attempted to 
be held in ntravention of any such p ibition it shall be lawful to 
take h steps as may be necessary to prevent the holding thereo! 

If any person takes part in the control, management, or organisa 
tion of any fa hick prohibited under t regulation, or of any 
sta | or other place of business or entertainment thereat, he shall 
I t mmaty offence against these regulations.’ 

4. Aft Regulation 12c t following regulation shall be inserted 

12p. With a ew to preventing the disturbance of members of His 
Majest I iffering from wounds, accidents, or sickness, a Secr 
tary of Stat. y by order prohibit or restrict within any area specified 
in the orde nd to h extent and between such hours as may be so 
specified, w tling and the making of any other noises which appeat to 
} t i ited t i such d sturbance, and not to be required 
n the interests of the ifety of the publix ind if any person contra 
venes the pt sions of any such order he shall be guilty of a summary 
otlence iwainst these it ns c 


eyul 
After Regulation 14p the following regulation shal] be inserted 
14 A Secretary of State or the Admiralty or the Army Council 





may pr bit from ng to Ireland any person who is not a British 
subject, or who, being a British subject, has since the first day of March 
nineteen indred and sixteen come, or may hereafter come, to the 


United Kingdom from parts bevond the seas, and if anv person so 
any port n Great Britain for the purpose of 
ubsequently found in Ireland he shall be guilty 


of a immary offence against these regulations, and where an aliens 


officer has reason to suspect that any person attempting to embark 
on ar hip in ntravention of this regulation he may prevent the 
t irkation { that person 
6. After Kegulation 15a the following regulation shall be inserted : 
151 1) For t purpos f ascertaini whether goods of any 
description are held on account of or for the future account of, or for 
the benefit or future benefit, direct or indirect f any person resident 


or carryin n | intry which at the time is at war with 
His Majesty, « iny person of enemy nationality, or are held otherwise 
to the prejudice of the national interest, the Board of Trade may by 


@) require ail persons who are owners of r who are in possession of. 
or have control over, any goods, to furnish to any officer of the Board 











We ha deemed it expedient to prohibit the exporta- | authorized in that behalf any information in their possession which 


such officer may require— 


i) as to the nature, quantity, use, origin, and destination of the 
goods, and the purposes for which they are held ; 

li) where the goods are not in the possession of the owner, as 
to the actual ownership of the goods and conditions under which 
the goods afe held; 

iil) in order to establish whether the amount of the goods held is 
in excess of the normal requirements of the trade of the owner 
thereof and the reasons for the excess, if any ; 


(4) authorize any officer of the Board to enter any premises on which 
he has reason to suspect that goods of any such description are kept 
or stored and carry out such inspection of and examination of the 
premises and goods thereon as the officer may consider necessary f 
obtaining such information as aforesaid ; 

) authorize any officer of the Board to require the production of 
and to inspect all books or documents relating to goods of any su 
desc ription. 

(2) The Board of Trade may make arrangements with any oth: 
Government department for the exercise by that department on behalf 
of the Board of their powers under the foregoing provisions with respect 
to goods of any particular description, and in such case the department 
and the officers thereof shall have and exercise the same powers as 
are by the said provisions conferred on the Board of Trade and their 
officers 

3) Any order requiring such information as aforesaid shall be pub 
lished in the London, Edinburgh and Dublin Gazettes and in such other 
manner as the Board think best adapted for informing the persons 
affected and ensuring publicity, 

4) Where the Board of Trade, as the result of such inquiries as 
aforesaid, are of opinion that any goods are held on account of, or for 
the future account of, or for the benefit or future benefit, direct or 
indirect, of any person resident or carrying on business in any country 
which at the time is at war with His Majesty, or any person of enemy 
nationality, or that the continued withholding of the goods from the 
market is to the prejudice of the national interest, the Board may, by 
order sent by registered post to or delivered at the last-known place o 
address in the United Kingdom of the owner of the goods, require him 
to dispose of the goods in such manner and within such time as may 
be specified in the order 

5) If the owner of the goods cannot be ascertained or is not resident 
within the United Kingdom, the order may be addressed to, and may 
confer powers of sale on, the person in whose possession or under whosé 
ontrol the goods may happen to be. 

6) For the purposes of this regulation the expression 
relation to any goods includes any person who, as factor or otherwisé 








‘owner’ 1n 


has power to sell the goods. 
7) If any person— 

a) refuses or neglects to furnish any information, or to answe 
any question put to him, in pursuance of any order made undef this 
regulation, or knowingly furnishes any false information or makes 
inv false answer to any such question; or 

4) refuses or neglects to produce any books or documents relating 
to the goods in question which may be in his possession or under 
his control; or 

fails to comply with any order made by the Board as to the 
disposal of goods ordered to be disposed of under this regulation; or 

1) except as authorized by the Board of ‘Trade, discloses or 
makes use of any information given to him under this regulation ; 

he shall be guilty of a summary offence against these regulations.”’ 
7. At the end of Regulation 18 the following paragraphs shal] be 
inserted 
No person shall without lawful authority publish or communicate 
an nformation relating to the passage of any ship along any part f 
the coast of the United Kingdom, and if any person publishes or com 
municates any such information in contravention of this provision he 


shall be guilty of an offence against these regulations. 
For the purposes of this regulation the expression ‘ships of H 


Majesty or of any of His Majesty’s Allies’ includes ships engaged 
the service of His Majesty or of any of His Majesty’s Allies.’ 

8. In Regulation 30a, after the words ‘‘ by order of the Admiralt 
or Army Council or the Minister of Munitions,”’ there shall be inserted 
the words ‘‘ or any right in any invention, design, or process of manu 
facture relating to any war material, being war material to which this 
regulation may for the time being be so applied.” 

9. After Regulation 36 the following Regulation shall be inserted : 

‘36a. The competent naval or military authority may make regula 
tions for restricting or controlling the use of boats in any harbour 01 
the approaches thereto, and any person who disobeys or fails to observé 
any such regulations shall be guilty of an offence against these regula 
tions.’ 

10. In paragraph 
alone’ there shall be inserted the words 
has in his possession any such pass, permit, certificate, 
issued for the use of some person other than himself, 
permit, certificate, licence 


send 


of Regulation 45, after the words ‘‘ for his use 
‘or without lawful author 
licence, 
passp rt. 
on obtaining possession of any such pass, 
or passport, by finding or otherwise, neglects or fails to restore or 
it to the person or authority by whom or for whose use it was issut 
or toa police constable.’’ 

18th August. 
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New Liquor Control Areas, 
ORDERS IN COUNCIL. 
EASTERN AREA. 

Recitals. ] 

It is hereby ordered as follows :— 

The Defence of the Realm (Liquor Control) Regulations, 1915, and 
any Regulations amending the same, shall be, and are, hereby applied 
to the area defined and specified in the Schedule hereto. 

SCHEDULE. 

The Eastern Area, being the area comprising the County Borough of 
Southend-on-Sea and the County of Essex (excepting such part thereof 
as is comprised in the London Area, as defined and specified in the 
Schedule to an Order in Council dated the 24th day of September, 
1915) ; the County Borough of Ipswich and the County of East Suffolk ; 
the City of Norwich, and the County Borough of Great Yar 
mouth, and the Petty Sessional Divisions of Holt, Eyns 
ford, Forehoe, Depwade, Diss, North Erpingham, South Erpingham, 
Taverham, Swainsthorpe, Earsham, Tunstead and Happing, East and 
West Flegg, Blofield and Walsham, and Loddon and Clavering, in the 
County of Norfolk; the County of Hertford (excepting such part 
thereof as is comprised in the London Area aforesaid); and the Petty 
Sessional Divisions of Chesham and Burnham (excepting the Parishes 
of Farnham Royal, Burnham, Taplow, Hitcham, Dorney and Boveney 
in the County of Buckingham. 

18th August 


MIDLANDS AREA. 

[Recitals. ] 
And whereas by Order 
1915, His Majesty was pleased, in 
fealm (Amendment) (No. 3) Act, 


in Council dated the 10th day of November, 
pursuance of the Defence of the 
1915, to apply the De fence of the 
Realm (Liquor Control) Regulations, 1915, and any Regulations amend 
ing the same to an area known as the Midlands Area and more par 
ticularly described in paragraph 1 of the Schedule to the said Order : 
And whereas it appears to His Majesty to be expedient that the said 
Area should be extended, and that the Petty Sessional Divisions of 
Burton Dassett and Kineton, and Southam, and the Parishes of 
and Chesterton and King in the County of Warwick, 
included therein : 
appears to His Majesty that it is expedient for the 
present War that the sale 
pt. thereby 


ston, 


Willoughby, 

should be 
And whereas it 

purpose of the successful prosecution of the 


and supply of intoxicating liquor in the 


unloaded 


His 


made, loaded, 


State on the grounds that war material is being 
belonging to 


and dealt with in transit therein and that 
Majesty’s Military Forces are assembled therein : 

Now, therefore, &c., it is hereby ordered as follo Ws: 

The Defence of the Realm (Liquor Control) Regulations, 1915, and 
any Regulations amending the same, shall be, and are, hereby applied to 
the area defined and specified in the Schedule hereto. 

SCHEDULE. 
Area, being the Area comprising the Cities of Bu 
and Worcester, the County Boroughs of Dudley, 
Smethwick, Walsall, West Bromwicii, and Wolverhampton, the 
Baroughs of Nuneaton, Royal Leamington Spa, Stratford-on-Avon, 
Sutton Coldfield, and Warwick, and the Petty Sessional Divisions of 
Alcester, Atherstone, Burton Dassett and Kineton, Coleshill, Coventry, 
Henley-in-Arden, Kenilworth, Rugby, Solihull, Southam, Stratford and 
Snitterfield (excepting the Parishes of Atherstone-on-Stour, Eatington 
and Whitchurch), and Warwick, in the County of Warwick; the 
Boroughs of Bewdley, Droitwich and Kidderminster, and the Petty 
Sessional Divisions of Droitwich, Halesowen, Hundred 
House, Kidderminster, Reddit: h, Stourbridge, Stourport, 


men 


The Midlands 


mingham, Coventry 


Bromsg rrove 


Oldbury, 


constituted and | 
defined and specified in the Schedule hereto should be controlled by the | 
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of Worcester ; the Rachie h of Wednes 
Bilston (including Sedgley), 
is, Rushall, Wednes 


Willenhall), in 


and Worcester, in the County 
bury, and the Petty Sessional Divisions of 
Dudley, Kingswinford and Wordsley, Rowley Reg 
bury (including Tipton), and Wolverhampton (including 
the County of Stafford. 


18th August 
German Prize Law. 
CONTRABAND REGULATIONS 
Foreign Office, 
fugust 17th, 1916. 
has received from the 
translation of an ordin- 


NEW 


The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
United States Chargé d’Affaires the following 
issued by the German Government : 

REICHSGESETZBL: 
No, 166. 

Ordinance relative to alteration of the Prize Ordinance of September 
30th, 1909. 

In further retaliation of the re 
her Allies, deviating from the London 
f February 26, 1909, I approve for the 
alterations of the Prize Ordinance of September 
supplements, dated October 18, November 23 and 
ot April 18, 1915, and June 3, 1916 

Articles 21, 23, 27, 30 and 33, and the 
be replaced by the following provisions: 

21. The following articles and materials, desig 
band, shall be censidered contraband of war: 

1) Arms of all kinds, including arms for 
component parts as well as bye-products, which can be 
manutacture. 

(2) Projectiles, 
ponent parts as 
manutacture. 

3) Powder and 


ance 


ATT, 1916. 


adopted by England and 
Maritime Law 
following 
and of its 
1914, 


gulations 
Declaration of 
present war of the 
30, 1909, 
Decembe1 14, 


additions to articles 23 shall 


rnated absolute contra 


thei 
their 


sporting purposes, 
I pur} 


used for 


com 
thei 


all kinds, their 
used for 


cartridges of 
which can be 


cartouches and 
well as bye-products, 
kinds, smoke-producing and illu 
implements for fighting with gas 
including nitric 
ammonium 
sulphuric 


explosives of all 
minating rockets, incendiary matter, 
und material, which can be used for their manufacture, 
icid and nitrates of all kinds, ammoniac, ammonia liquor 
chloride, ammonium salts; sulphur, di-oxygenated sulphur ; 
acid, fuming sulphuric acid (oleum), carbide of sulphur; acetic acid, 
acetates, for exemple, acetate of calcium, acetic ether, formic ether, 
sulphuric ether; acetone, ethyl and methyl alcohol, for instance sul 
phurous spirits; carbamine, resinous products, camphor and turpentine 
oil and spirits), carbide of calcium cyanamide, sodium cyanide, phos 
phor and its compounds, sodium chlorate and sodium perchlorate, 
barium perchlorate, calcium perchlorate; chlorine, hydrin-chlorine ; 
bromide, phosgen (carbonyl-chloride), stannic chloride, mercury, 
pitch, tar, including wood-tar, wood-tar oil, benzole, toluol 
xylol, solvent-naphtha, phenol (carbolic acid), cresol naphthalin and 
their combinations and derivatives; glycerine, dioxyde of manganese, 
arsenic and its compounds. 

(4) Cannon barrels, gun mountings, limber 
kitchens and bakeries, supply wagons, field forges, searchlights, 
accessories and their ye saps parts. 

5) Range-finders and their component parts. 

6) Binoculars, telescopes, chronometers, nautical and ; 
ments of all kinds. . 

7) Clothing and equipments of a distinctly 

8) Saddle, draught and pack animals, for the 
suitable for use in war. 

9) All kinds of harness of 

(10) Articles of camp equipment 

11) Armour plates, 

(12) Steel and iron wire; 
fixing and cutting the same 


field 
search 


boxes, limbers, 


irtillery instru 


character 
future, 


military 
present or 


characte 
parts 


military 
component 


a distinctly 
and their 


° 
barbed wire, as well as implements for 
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13) Sheets, tinned or galvanised. 

(14) Warships and other vessels of war, as well as such component 
parts of such a nature that they can only be used on a vessel of war; 
ship-plates and construction steel. 

(15) Submarine sound signalling apparatus. 

(16) Aeroplanes, airships and aircraft of all kind and their component 
parts, together with accessories, articles and material, for use in con 
nection with aerial navigation; goldbeaters’ skin. 

(17) Photographic articles. 


(18) Tools, implements and devices designed exclusively for the manu 
facture and repair of arms and war material. 
(19) Lathes, machinery and implements (tools) used in the manufa 


ture of munitions of wat 





20) Electricai s ipplies for use In wal 

21) Mining lumber, including undressed and slightly dressed lumbei 
for mining purposes, rattan, bamboo, cork, including cork flour 

2) Coal and coke 

(23) Flax, hemp, jute, vegetable fibres and yarns made therefrom 

24) Wool, raw, combings or cardings, woo] waste, flocks of wool and 
wool combings, carded and combed woollen yarn; animal hair of all 
kinds, as well as flocks, combings and yarns made of animals’ hair. 

25) Raw cottor nters, cotton waste, cotton yarns, cotton goods and 
other cotton products capable of being used in the manufacture of 
explos ves 

(26) Barrels of all kinds and their component parts 

27) Gold, silver, coined and in bars, paper money and all negotiable 
bonds and transferable securities, 

28) Rubber tyres for automobiles, as well as all articles and material 


used especially in manufacturing or repair of rubber tyres. 
(29) Caoutchouc (including raw caoutchouc caoutchouc refuse, re 
tracted caoutchouc, caoutchouc solution, caoutchouc dough (paste), or 


any other preparation containing caout houc, balata and guttapercha, as 


as the following kinds of caoutchouc—viz Borneo, Guayule, 

} lutong, Palembang, and all other goods containing caoutchouc; besid®@s 
articles which are mack in whole ol n parts ol cat utchouc, 

40) Mineral oils neludir réck-oil, petroleum, benzine, naphtha, 
isoline) 

41) Lubricants 

(52) fanning material f all kinds, includ ng quebrac ho wood and the 
extracts used in tanning 

35) Hides of cattle, buffalos and horses, hides of calves, pigs, goats 
and w ild anima deet furtherm« re leather, dressed or undressed, if 
uitable for use in saddlery, harne military boots and military 
clothing, beltings, hydraulic leather and pump leather, 

34) The following or Wolfram (wolframite and scheelite), molyb 
denite, manganese ore, nickel ore, chrome ore, zine ore, lead ore, 


hematite iron ore, pyrites and their waste, copper ores 

(355) Aluminium, aluminium salts, calcined aluminium, bauxite 

(36) Antimony, together with the sulphides and oxides of antimony. 

(37) Felspar 

(38) The following metals—wolfram, molybdenum, vanadium, nickel, 
slenium, cobalt, hematite pig iron, manganese or its alloys, copper oO1 
the alloys thereof, pewter, lead 

(39) Ferro-alloys (ferro combinations), including 
vanadium and chrome iron 


wolfram manganese, 


23 The following articles and materials suitable for warlike as well 
as for peaceful] purposes, coming under the designation of conditional 
contraband, sha!l be considered as contraband of war: 


(1.) Foodstuffs. 

2.) Forage and all kinds of feeding stuffs for animals; oil seeds, 
nuts and kernels; animal, fish and vegetable oils and fats, excluding 

ich suitable as lubricants, and not including volatile oils 

(3.) The following articles, if suitable for use in war, clothing 
fabrics for clothing, boots and shoes, skins and furs, which can 
be used for clothing, boots and shoes 

(4.) Vehicles of all kind and their component parts, as well as 
accessories and implements (especially all motor vehicles) suitable 
for use In war 

(5.) Railway materials, both fixed and rolling stock, and mate 
rials for teleg: iph wireless tele graphs and telephones, 

(6.) Fuel, exclusive of coals, coke and mineral oils. 

(7.) Horseshoes and shoeing materials 

(8.) Harness and saddlery 


(9.) Ships, boats and. floating craft of all kinds, floating docks 
and appliances for dry docks, as well as their component parts. 

10.) Cement. 

(11.) All kinds of lumber, rough or treated (especially hewn, 


awed, planed 


21, under (21)). 


grooved), excepting mining lumber, &c. (see article 


27. The following articles cannot be declared contraband of war :— 


1.) R aw silk 
(2.) Resin, lacquer, hops 
3.) Horns, bones and ivory. 
4.) Natural and artificial fertilizers 
5.) Earth, lime, chalk, stones including marbl 
roofing tiles 
(6.) Porcelain and glass. 
(7.) Paper and the materials prepared for its manufacture. 
(8.) Soap, paint, including the materials exclusively used for 


. bricks, slates and 


their manufacture, and varnish. 





(9.) Chloride of lime, soda, caustic soda, sulphate of soda in 
cakes, copper, sulphate. 

(10.) Machinery specially adopted for agriculture, for textile 
industry, and for printing. 

(11.) Precious stones, fine stones, 
( aa 

(12.) Steeple and wall clocks, standing clocks and watches, ex 
cepting chronometers. 

(13.) Fashion and fancy goods. 

(14.) Feathers of all kinds. 

(15.) Articles of domestic furniture and decorative articles for 
domestic purposes, office furniture and utensils. 


50. The hostile destination referred to in Article 29 is to be pre- 
sumed immediately— 


pearls, mother of pear! and 


(a) if the goods are destined to be unloaded in a hostile port or 
to be delivered to the hostile army forces ; 

(b) if the ship is to call only at hostile ports or if it is to call 
at a port hostile or join the armed forces of the enemy before 
reaching the neutral port to which the goods are consigned. 

Without considering the port of destination of the ship the hostile 
destination referred to in Article 29 is to be presumed in the absence 
of conditions to the contrary if the shipment is consigned 

(4) directly or indirectly to an enemy authority or the agent of 
such; or 

(6) to order or to a consignee not specified in the ship’ 8 pres 
or directly or indirectly to a person residing in territory belongi 
to or occupied by the enemy, or who during the present war has 
supplied contraband goods to territory belonging to or occu; ied 
by the enemy, or to an enemy authority or the agent thereof 
directly or indirectly. 


33. In the absence of conditions to the contrary, the hostile destina 
tion referred to in No. 32 is to be presumed when— 


(a) the goods are consigned to an enemy authority or the agent 
of such or to a dealer known to have supplied articles of the kind 
in question or products thereof to the armed forces or the adminis 
trative authorities of the enemy State; 

(4) the goods are consigned to order or to a consignee not specified 


in the ship’s papers or indirectly to a person residing in territory 
belonging to or occupied by the ene my or who during the present 
war has supplied contraband goods to territory belonging to or 
occupied by the enemy or to an enemy authority or the agent 
thereof directly or indirectly ; 

(¢) the goods are consigned directly or indirectly to a fortified 
place belonging to the enemy or to a place serving as a base of 
operations or supplies to the armed forces of the enemy. 

Merchant vessels as such are not to be considered as destined for 
the armed forces or the administrative authorities of the enemy merely 
for the reason that they are on a voyage to one of the places referred 
to under letter (c) 

This ordinance takes effect the day of its promulgation. 

Chief Headquarters, July 22, 1916. 
(Signed) WILHELM. 
(Countersigned) VON CAPELLI 

Previous notices respecting the German list of Contraband appeared 
in the London Gazette of 18th September, 1914, 22nd December, 1914, 
and 11th May, 1915 (see 59 Soticrrors’ JourNaL, p. 459). 





The “Statutory List’? and Marine Insurance. 


Foreign Urade Department, 
14th August, 191 
Licence to British Underwriters and Insurance Companies to carry into 
effect Marine Insurance Contracts made with persons in the United 
States of America notwithstanding that such persons have been placed 
on the Statutory List, provided such contracts have been made prior 
to such persons being placed on the Statutory List. 


To all whom it may concern— 


I, Laming Worthington Evans, M.P., Controller of the Foreign 
Trade Department of the Foreign Office, in pursuance of the authority 
given me in this behalf by His Majesty's Principal Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs, hereby, on behalf of His Majesty, give and grant 
unto every person or body of persons, incorporated or unincorporated, 
resident, carrying on business or being in the United Kingdom, who 
has made, or shall hereafter make, any contract of Marine Insurance, 
(or of insurance against fire, or any other risk, of goods or merchandise 
during transit from shipper’s or manufacturer’s warehouse until depo 
sited in warehouse on the termination of the transit, where any part 
of the transit is by sea), with any person or body of pefsons in the 
United States of America whose name now is, or shall hereafter be, 
placed upon the Statutory List of persons with whom trading is {o! 
bidden by any Proclamation issued under the Trading with the Enemy 
(Extension of Powers) Act, 1915, prior to the date on which the name 
of such person or body of persons in the United States of America 
was, or shall be, placed on the Statutory List, full licence and authority 
to have commercial intercourse and to transact all necessary business, 
with regard to such contract and to all matters arising thereout with, 
and to receive and pay all sums of money payable under such contract 
from or to, the person or body of persons with whom such contract has 
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been, or shall be, made, and generally to do all things necessary for 
carrying into effect such contract in as full and ample a nfanner as if 
the name of the person or body of persons with whom such contract 


has been, or shall be, made had not been placed on the Statutory List. 


L. WORTHINGTON EVANS. 
14th August, 1916, 


Deposit of Securities with the Treasury. 
EXEMPTION FROM STAMP DUTY. 


Notice is hereby given, that the Lords Commissioners of His Majesty's 


Treasury, under the powers conferred upon them by Section 2 (3) of 
the Government War Obligations Act, 1915 (5 & 6 Geo. 5, c. 96), have 
directed that all deeds transferring registered stocks and bonds into 
the names of the Treasury nominees under Deposit Scheme B, shall be 
exempt from stamp duty. 

Treasury Chambers, Whitehall, 19th August, 1916. 


Liquor Control Order for the Midlands Area. 
(SOUTH-EAST WARWICKSHIRE). 
Limits of Area, 


1. The area to which this Order applies is so much of the Midlands 
Area as comprises the Petty Sessional divisions of Burton Dassett and 
Kineton, and Southam, and the parishes of Willoughby, and Chesterton 
and Kingston, in the County of Warwick. 


Hours during which Intoxicating Liquor may be Sold, 
A.—¥or Consumption on the Premases 
2. (1) The days and hours on and during which intoxicating liquor 
may be sold or supplied in any licensed premises or club for consumption 
on the premises shall be restricted and be as follows : 
On Weekdays: 
The hours between 11.30 a.m. and 2 p.m., 
and 9.30 p.m. 
On Sundays : 
The hours between 12.30 p.m. and 2.30 p.m., and between 
6 p.m, and 9 p.m. 
Except between the aforesaid hours no person shall 
(a2) Either by himself or by any servant or agent sell or supply 
to any person in any licensed premises or club any intoxicating 
liquor to be consumed on the premises; o1 
(6) Consume in any such premises or club any intoxicating 
liquor ; or 
(c) Permit any person to consume in any such premises or club 
any intoxicating liquor. 


and between 6.30 p.m. 


B.—For Consumption off the Prenuses. 

(2) The days and hours on and during which intoxicating liquor may 
be sold or supplied in any licensed premises or club for consumption 
off the premises shall (subject to the additional restrictions as regards 
spirits) be restricted and be as follows : 

On Weekdays: 
The hours between 11.50 a.m. aud 2 p.m., 
and 8.30 p.m. 


On Sundays - 


and between 6.30 p.m. 


The hours between 12.30 p.m. and 2.30 p.m., and between 
6 p.m. and 8 p.m. 
Except between the aforesaid hours no person shall 
(a) Either by himself or by any servant or agent sell or supply 
to any person in any licensed premises or club for consumption 
off the premises or (except as hereinafter expressly provided) 
dispatch therefrom any intoxicating liquor; or 
(6) Take from any such premises or club any intoxicating 
liquor ; or 
(c) Permit any person to take from any such premises or club 
any intoxicating liquor. 
Che Order, which comes into force on 28th August, also contains the 
usual additional restrictions as to spirits, and prohibits treating, credit 
and the long pull. 


Free Legal Aid for Soldiers. 


Through the efforts of the Y.M.C.A., the General Council of the 
Bar and the Council of the Law Society have co-operated in arrange 
ments for providing free legal advice to non-commissioned officers and 
men in H.M. Forces. 

A circular has been addressed to barristers and solicitors on active 
service, of whom there are some thousands, informing them that if they 
are willing to help in this way the Y.M.C.A. huts will be open to 
them as sintes at which such advice and assistance could be given. 
This help is confined to civil matters, and no litigation will be under- 
taken at the expense or with the help of the Y.M.C.A. 


LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 


No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.G 
ESTABLISHED 1863, 
ete a lk ee a 
Debenture Stock cos oat owe — «+ £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 
Forms ef Propesal and full information oan be obtained at the Society's Offices. 
G. H. MAYNKE, Seeretary. 





Wool Purchase and Distribution. 


The War Office has constituted a Central Advisory Committee for 
England and Wales to advise the War Department on matters arising 
out of the purchase and distribution of English wool. 

Mr. Albert Illingworth, M.P., is chairman, and the Committee com- 
prises representatives of agriculture, of wool buyers, and of spinners 
and manufacturers. Similar committees have already been set up for 
Scotland and Ireland. 

Local advisory committees, composed of wool merchants and farmers, 
have been set up for each of the thirteen areas into which England 
and Wales have been divided, and a considerable quantity of wool has 
already been purchased. When wool is allocated for existing British 
or Allied Government contracts or for other than Government purposes 
the prices will be based on current market rates. Wool will at present 
only be allocated for other than Government purposes if special circum 
stances or hardship can be shewn In deciding on such cases the 
Department will be assisted by the Advisory Committee, 


Austrian Measures against Alien Patents, 

A Reuter’s message from Amsterdam, dated 17th August, says :— 
‘* According to a Vienna telegram, the Austro-Hungarian Government 
has issued a regulation regarding retaliatory measures for the protec 
tion of trade against French, British and Russian subjects, and regard 
ing patents and trade-marks against Italian subjects. The regulation 
decides that patents and trade-marks of subjects of France and Great 
Britain can, on request, be restricted or abolished in the public interest 
by the Minister of Public Works, or charged with royalties. The same 
regulation can be applied to patents of Russian subjects without regard 
o the public interest. Applications for patents and trade-marks by 
subjects of enemy States will be accepted but not granted.” 





Societies. 


The Manchester Law Society. 
The annual general meeting of the above Society was held on Tuesday, 
25th July, 1916, at the Law Library, Kennedy-street. The chair 
was taken by the President, Mr, R. 8. Milford. 
The report of the Committee as to the proceedings of the So« iety for 
the past year was read, and the following officers were elected for the 
forthcoming year :—President, Mr. Frank A. Padmore; Vice-President, 
Mr. Alfred Hosegood; Hon. Tréasurer, Mr. J. F. Milne; Hon. Secre- 
tary, Mr. Alfred Tarbolton. 
The following are extracts from the annual report (the seventy- 
seventh) of the Committee : 
Membership Ihe Society now consists of 396 members, being a net 
decrease of ten during the year. Since the, last annual meeting, on 
27th July, 1915, five new members have been elected. 
Obituary.—Your Committee record with regret the deaths of the fol 
lowing members of the Society Mr. John Cooper (a Vice-President of 
the Society in 1864-5, twice President, viz., in 1871-2 and 1893-4, and 
Hon. Treasurer from 1889 to 1892); Mr. Samuel Woodcock, of Bury (a 
Vice-President of the Society in 1887-8); Mr. F, Entwistle (Town Clerk 
of Middleton); Mr. C. J. Cooper; Mr. J, 8. Francomb; Mr, Robert 
Godby, of Rochdale; Capt, J. A. Hislop, Manchester Regiment; Lieut. 
T. R. Taylor, Lancashire Fusiliers, of Rochdale (died of wounds received 
in action); and Lieut. J, R. Lingard (missing, believed killed in action), 
The Late Mr. A. BR. M. Bourchier.—Your Committee also record with 
regret the death, on 30th May last, of Mr. A. R. M. Bourchier, of 
the Palatine Chancery Court, with whom during the thirty-three years 
of his connection with the Court the solicitors of the county maintained 
such happy relations. 
The War.—The time and attention of your Committee, since the last 
annual meeting, have been largely absorbed by matters due to the war. 
These are dealt with under their appropriate headings. 
Your Committee desire to extend a cordial welcome to Lieut.-Col. 
Maclure on his safe return from the operations in the Gallipoli Pen 
insula, and to congratulate him on his recovery from the wound which 
he there received, 
After the departure on military service of your Hon, Secretary, Mr. 
W. B. Dendy, his partner, Mr. Willis Paterson, undertook to fulfil the 
duties of the office during his absence; but, having attested under Lord 
Derby's scheme, he, too, was called up in the middle of May. 
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Your Committee appointed Mr. Alfred Tarbolton Hon. Secretary 
until the annual meeting, at the same time according to Mr. Paterson 
a vote of thanks for his services. 

Since the Roll of Honour was prepared at least twenty-three addi 
tional members of the Sox ely are known to have joined the colours. 
It is the intention of your Committee that after the conclusion of 
hostilities the Roll of Honour shall be thoroughly revised and brought 
up to date, and with that object in view it is requested that the Hon 
Secretary may be supplied from time to time with all necessary par 
ticulars 

Free Legal Advice to Dependants of Soldiers and Sailors.—Your Com 
mittee received a letter from Sir Alexander Porter, Chairman of the 
Voluntary Workers’ Sub-Committee of the Manchester Local Committee 
of the National Relief Fund, stating that after the experience of his 
Sub-Committee with regard to legal advice, they desired, if possible, to 
make the scheme referred to in the last annual report more widely 
known, preferably by some communication with the Press, and asking 
if the Society would approve of such action Your Committee replied 
that they would have no objection to the course proposed, but they 
considered it undesirable to publish the names on the list, deeming it 
sufficient for applicants to be referred to the Hon. Secretary of the 
Sub-Committee, and for him to communicate with the individual solici 
tors as had been his practice. 

Munitions Tribunal rhe attention of your Committee was called 
to the fact that, on the hearing of cases between employers and workmen 
before the Munitions Tribunal, the workmen were entitled to be repre 
sented by their trade union secretary, but the employers were not 
entitled to be represented by either a barrister or a solicitor. Inquiries 
were instituted, and it was found that the question had already received 
the attention of the Law Society, who, on receipt of a letter from the 
Ministry of Munitions (of which a copy will be found in Appendix B) 
had decided that no further action could usefully be taken. Your Com 
mittee therefore did not proceed further with the matter, , 

Insurance against Damage by Aircraft and Bombardment.—Yow 
Committee received a letter from the Rochdale Law Association asking 


for their views on the course to be taken by solicitors with regard to 
insurance against damage to property occasioned by aircraft or bom 
bardment Your Committee replied that, in their opinion, each case 
should be considered individually, and that no genera! course of action 


is affecting this district should be laid down 

Increase in Rate of Mortgage Interest.—Previously to the passing of 
the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (War Restrictions) Act. 
1915, your Committee received & letter from the Manchester and Dis 
trict House Builders’ Association acknowledging the consideration shewn 


to mortgagors by many solicitors in Manchester with regard to increasing 
the rate of mortgage interest and in respect of the costs incidental 
thereto, but complaining of harsh treatment in certain instances, and 
asking for the protection of this Society 

\ letter was also received from a member drawing attention to the 
lack of uniformity existing among solicitors as to the method of effecting 
such an increase and asking your Committee what in their opinion was 


the correct practice 

Consideration of these matters was held over until the passing of the 
Act, which materially altered the position. Your Committee were then 
approached by the Manchester, Salford and District Property Owners’ 
Association, the House Builders’ Association, and the Auctioneers and 
Estate Agents’ Institute with a view to ensuring uniform action in 
carrying out the provisions of the Act and creating such a situation that 
when its operation expired there would be no unpleasantness between 
mortgagees and mortgagors 

\ meeting took place between your President and Vice-President and 
Mr. Carlisle, as a deputation from this Society, and representatives of 
the two associations named, when, after discussion, your President 
stated that it was impossible for this Society to recommend any uniform 
course of action, either to its members or to the associations represents l, 


nor could this Society suggest to its members what general advice they 
could give to their clients, as each case must be dealt with on its own 
merits; but he was strongly of opinion that, in the great majority of 
cases, When a mortgagor had met the demands of his mortgagee reason 


ably he would have no reason to be apprehensive as to his position at 
the end of the war. 

Legal Education lhe Law Society has paid the reduced Legal 
Education Grant of £140 referred to in the last annual report, but in 
doing so has called attention to the statement of the Chairman of their 
Finance Committee to the effect that it must not be assumed that the 
reduced grant voted for the present session will be repeated. The grant 
above referred to, together with £50 this Society's grant, has been paid 
to the Manchester University authorities. With regard to future grants, 
the delegates of this Society to the annual meeting of the Associated 
Provincial Law Societies were instructed to move the resolution set 
forth in the report contained in Appendix C, and a copy of the joint 
letter from this Society and the Liverpool Society, contained in Appen 
dix D to the last annual report, was forwarded to each of the other 
constituent societies. Your Committee regret that the resolution was 
not supported by any society except that of Liverpool. The special 
Sub-Committee which was appointed has not yet sat. Your Committee 
have been notified from the Victoria University that the Sessional 
Prospectus of the Faculty of Law will not be issued for the session 
1916-17, but that certain specified courses in law will be provided if 
a sufficient number of students enter for each course. They have also 








been notified that the Dauntesey Legal Scholarships have been suspended 
for the year. 

Palatine Appeals.—Your Committee received from Mr. E. Radford, 
barrister-at-law, a letter dated 21st June last, of which a copy will be 
found in Appendix D. 

The subject of the complaint was referred to the Judicature Sub 
Committee with power to act. As the result of an interview with Mr. 
Registrar Winstanley the following notice has been put up in the various 
offices of the Lancashire Chancery Court, to which your Committee 
specially invite the attention of members :— 


“The Court of Appeal have intimated that great inconvenience 
is caused by the practice of withdrawing appeals from this Court 
by consent after the list for the day fixed by the Court for the 
hearing of such appeals has been settled. 

“In future a postponement will not be granted unless under very 
special circumstances, of which the Court of Appeal must be 
satisfied.” 


Costs in the Salford Hundred Court.—In December last a deputation 
from your Committee interviewed the Deputy Registrar of the Salford 
Hundred Court of Record with a view to the revision of the scale of 
costs. He informed the deputation that under the discretion reposed 
in hith by the existing rules, particularly ord. 65, r. 20 (22), solici 
tors on taxation were allowed the costs contained in the county court 
scale as amended, so that no pressing inconvenience arose. He stated 
that a revision of the scale, and also of the orders and rules, was in 
contemplation, but had been postponed owing to shortage of staff con 
sequent on the war. Your Committee therefore considered it undesi: 
able to pursue the matter further at present. The following statistics 
of the business of the Court may be of interest :— 

(1) Number of writs issued :—15,736 in 1909; 15,422 in 1910, 
13,331 in 1911; 8,928 in 1912; 7,347 in 1913; and 6,480 in 1914. 
Number of actions entered for trial during the year 1915 :— 
January sittings, 2; March sittings, 9: April sittings, 5; July 
sittings, 17; October sittings, 5; December sittings, 9. 
idvertisements on Administration Bonds.—It having been brought to 
the notice of your Committee that two firms of law stationers, one in 
Manchester and the other in London, in addition to the firm referred 
to in the last annual report, were printing advertisements on the forms 
of administration bonds sold by them, your Hon, Secretary communi 
cated with these two firms, with the result that the firm in Manchester 
agreed to discontinue the practice. 

Legacy Duty on Succession Duty.—It has been brought to the notice 
of your Committee that the Inland Revenue Authorities now claim 
legacy duty on the amount of succession duty paid on bequésts of lease 
holds and devises of freeholds given free of duty, a change in practice 
which seems to have originated since the commencement of the war. 
Your Committee have been in correspondence with the Law Society on 
the question, but as it appeared to them to be one which primarily 
affected clients as distinguished from their professional advisers, they 
have not felt justified in carrying the matter further. 

Certificate as to Value under Finartee (1909-10) Act, 1910, section 73. 
Your Committee were asked whether in their opinion a conveyance in 
the following circumstances could properly contain a certificate under 
the proviso in the above section:—A bought nine small rents from B 
by private treaty, without contract, for £825. The rents were created 
by separate deeds out of separate houses, and were payable by different 
persons, the owners of the houses. Each rent was conveyed from B to 
A by separate deed, and the consideration in each case was under £100. 

Your’Committee were of opinion that the certificate could not properly 
be inserted. 

Carbon Copy Drafts.—It has been suggested to your Committee by 
a firm of solicitors that, in view of the understaffing and other restri 
tions consequent on the war, it would be a convenience if members were 
recommended, when forwarding drafts to another solicitor for perusal, 
to send a carbon copy for the use of such other solicitor; but your 
Committee could not see their way to me from their previous resolu 
tion on the subject (No. 12 of their published ‘‘ Opinions”’). 

Conditions of Sale.—Your Committee received from the Council of 
the Law Society a report of their Scale Committee disapproving the use 
of the form of condition of sale by auction included in certain precedent 
hooks, whereby the costs of mortgagees, trustees and other necessary 
parties joining in the conveyance was thrown upon the purchaser, and 
recommending the adoption of the form included in Wolstenholme’s 
Forms and Precedents, which leaves the vendor liable for the costs 
of joining parties necessary to his giving a good conveyance ; and the 
Council asked the views of this Society. 

Your Committee replied that this Society supported the view taken 
by the Scale Committee, and that the form recommended was that 
included in their official printed conditions of sale. 

[There are four Appendices to the report. ] 





The Belgian Lawyers Relief Fund. 


Amount previously acknowledged ... £1,962 11 5 
N. G. Blaker, Esq. _ - ou oie 2 2 
E. T. Adams Phillips, Esq. - 2 

J. Atherton Parkyn, Esq. ne see 1 
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Obituary. 
Mr. Elihu Richard Cross. 


We regret to record the death of Mr. E, Ricnarp Cross, of York, 
on Friday, the 11th inst. He was spending a holiday in the Lake Dis 
trict with his family, and was staying near Lake Buttermere. After 


rowing on the lake on Friday afternoon he went to bathe alone, and | 
he was followed shortly afterwards by Mrs. Cross and a maid, who | 


found his clothes lying at the head of the lake, but they could see 


nothing of Mr. Cross. Two medical students and others joined in a | 


search for him, and eventually Miss Pierce, of York, who was a mem 
ber of the party, discovered his body lying in seven or eight feet of 
water, and she dived repeatedly in an attempt to reach it. 
inquest next day medical evidence was given to shew that heart failure, 
due to entering the water in an overheated condition, was the probable 


cause of death, and the jury returned a verdict of ‘ Accidentally | 


drowned.”’ The funeral took place on Monday, the 14th inst., in the 
Friends’ Burial Ground at Pardshaw, near Cockermouth. 


Mr. Cross was admitted as a solicitor in 1886, and practised in | 


York. In early manhood he became a member of the Society of 
Friends, and he devoted himself assiduously to the spiritual and prac 


tical concerns of the society. But his public labours extended beyond | 


the borders of his own religious community, and to his local interests 
he added in his later years important service on a wider scale. He 
was one of the most energetic workers in the Land Inquiry, and was 
occupied during the last year in the arduous duties of the Liquor Control 
Board ; and, as chairman of directors of the Nation since its start in 
1907, he was in touch with current journalism. 

‘*A buoyancy of temper,’’ says ‘‘ J. 


and to create ‘ the brighter side,’ made him appear to all men one able 
to bear responsibility, with the result that all were a little too willing 
to put responsibility upon him. Scores of persons with no ‘claim’ 
came to Richard Cross for advice or aid in some trouble, and none went 
empty away.’’ Naturally he was busy with schemes for international 
co-operation for the prevention of future wars, a task which he 
approached with full comprehension of the difficulties which had to be 


met,“and it is a public loss that his sudden death has cut short the work 


which he might have done in this direction. 


Qui ante diem periit, 
Sed miles, sed pro patria. 


Captain Charles R. E. Edmundson. 


Captain CHARLES Robert EwBANk EpMunpson, York and Lancaster | 
Regiment, who was killed on lst July, aged twenty-four, was the only | 
son of Mr. and Mrs. Charles F. P. Edmundson, of Nutwith House, | 


Masham, Yorks. He leaves a widow and one child. He was educated 
at Aysgarth School and Marlborough College, where he joined the 
Cadet Corps. In 1913 he was admitted as a solicitor, and when war 
broke out he was working for his father’s firm, Messrs. Edmundson & 
Gowland. In September, 1914, he enlisted in the Public Schools 
Brigade, and ten days later he received a commission in the York and 
Lancaster Regiment. He became captain in July, 1915, and went to 
the front in the following month. He was reported on llth July as 
wounded, on the 25th as missing, not necessarily wounded or killed, 
on 3rd August as ‘‘ missing, believed killed,’ and on 14th August as 


killed. His major (since killed) wrote on 22nd July :—‘‘ He was a | 
gallant soldier, and nothing [ can say can express the admiration we | 
all felt for him. He was in the attack on Ist July, and gallantly led | 


his men through a terrible fire, and even when all his men were shot 


H.”’ in an appreciation of | 
Mr. Cross in the Nation, ‘‘a natural and cultivated disposition to see | 


down he continued the attack. He was wounded, I knew, but he 
would not be one to hesitate until it was beyond his power to go on.” 
Captain Edmundson was a keen sportsman and good shot. 


Second Lieutenant Reginald P. Thompson. 


Second Lieutenant REGINALD Paut THompson, Somerset L.I., who 
fell on 9th August, within three days of his twenty-ninth birthday, 
was the only son of the late Mr. and Mrs. Paul Thompson, of Llanishen, 
near Cardiff. He was educated at Malvern College, and, after being 
| admitted as a solicitor in 1911, practised in Cardiff. He joined the 
Public Schools Brigade on the outbreak of the war, and in May, 1915, 
obtained a commission in the Mpecial Reserve of Officers. He went to 
the front last month 


At the | 





“6 oe hd 
Relief Complete. 

Mr. W. H. Davison, Mayor of Kensington,.writes to the 7'tmes (18th 
inst. ) Ll have just received the enclosed poem, written at the front 
by a brother officer in memory of Captain Allan MacDougall, of the 
Royal Fusiliers, who was recently killed in action. He had just written 
the message in his pocket-book :—‘ O.C. Royal Fusiliers—Relief 
complete "but was killed before he was able to sign the memorandum. 
Captain MacDougall was born in North Uist, in the Hebrides. From 
there he went to New Zealand, whence he came to New College, Oxford, 
as a Rhodes scholar, obtaining a First in History. He was gazetted as 
a subaltern in the Royal Fusiliers in October, 1914.” 

Not where in grey surge of unnumbered miles 
Rises the Coronach of the Hebrides; 

Nor far away where molten sunlight smiles 
On Southern Seas; 

Not from the cloistered strife of Academe, 
Spent with its subtle warfare, bowed with years 

Of honoured labour, did’st thou pass, supreme 
Amongst thy peers : 

But in the blasting hurricane of the Fray, 
Deaf to its roar, unheeding of its toll, 

Humbly before the Altar did’st thou lay 
Thy splendid Soul. 

So thou art gone, but who that lives can mourn 
The promise of thy manhood, who by fire 

Tried and accepted, did’st endure to scorn 
The world’s desire? 

Rather we pray that we who hold the fort 
May with an equal courage pace our beat 

Till, unashamed, we can at last report 
** Relief Complete.’’ 

3rd August, 1916 








Legal News, 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Joun Henry Knicut and Hvupserr Carter, solicitors (Knight & 
Carter), Post Office Chambers, Northgate-street, Bath. June 24 
Gazette, August 11 


Tuomas Freperick WaALK®eR and [LircHFIELD THomAS CAMBAGE 
Meek, solicitors (Walker & Meek), 55, Temple-row, Birmingham, in 
the county of Warwicl June 24 [Gazette, August 22. 











THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


a sh MOORGATSE 


STREET, 


LONMDOWN, =z.G. 


ESTABLISHED IN [890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPHCIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERSB. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation, 


Suitable Clauses for imsertion in Leases or Mortgages 
application. 


of Liceased Property, Settied by Counsel, will be sent va 


POOLING INSURANCE. 


The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURCLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 


X 


a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


APPLY FOR 


PROSPECTUS. 
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Information Required. 
CAPTAIN JOHN BALDWIN REDFERN (R.N.R.) (Deceased). 


Any solicitor or other person who has at any time prepared, or has 
any knowledge, of a will, or other testamentary disposition, made by 
the above-named who lied on the 3rd August, 1914, and 
whose home was at Walton-on-Trent, near Burton-on-Trent, is requested 
to communicate with Barnes & Son, solicitors, Lichfield. 


deceased, 


General. 


Martyn Mowll, aged fifty-five, of Chaldercot, Dover, 
solicitor,. of the firm of Messrs. Mowll & Mowll. and Registrar of 
Dover Harbour, left estate of gross value of £20,155. 


About 65,000 claims for says the 
to the Barrister-Commissioners under the Government 
relieving soldiers from their civil liabilities. This number is 
than the Gov had anticipated. About half of the « 
already been dealt th The average of the grants paid works out at 
£17 10s.; the maximum is £104 


Mr. Justice on Monday 


Mr. Henry 


T'imes, have been made 
scheme for 
far less 
laims have 


assistance, 


ernment 


ve sat to resume the hearing in 7'he Amal 
gamated Properti Of Rhodesia (Limited) The Globe and Phaniz 
Gold Mining Co. (Limited), which had been adjourned owing to the 
indisposition of Mr. Upjohn, K.C., the leading counsel for the defen 
dant Monday was the 123rd day of hearing. Mr, Upjohn continued 
his speeoh, which has already lasted for twenty-four days, summing 
up lence for the defendant 


the eV company 


His Honour Sir Sherston Baker, Judge of the County Courts of Lin- 
sat at Boston on the 17th inst. in the new robe sanctioned 
by the Lord Chancellor It is of the same shape as that worn by a 
judge of the High Court. It is made of purple cloth, with facings 
and cuffs of a lighter shade of poplin. <A tippet of the same material 
matches it, and is worn the left shoulder, black silk 
girndle completes the dress 


colnshire, 


ovel while a 


Forty Years at the Bar’ 
Browne, K.C., for 


is the title selected by Mr. J. H. Balfour 
which Mr. Herbert 
Jenkins will open 1utumn 8th September. 
For many Mr. Balfour the most pro 
minent figures at the Parliamentary Bar, where he has been connected 
with many of the most His contains many in 
teresting recollections of his contemporaries, including Lord Kelvin, 
Lord Alverstone, Sir Edmund Beckett, Sir Ralph Littler, Lord Davey, 
E. N. Pember, Samuel Pope. He tells of many of the 
with which he has been connected, and has interesting things to say 
about his leaders and witnesses and experts, and 
retainers 


At Westminster, on the 
held on Mr. Harry Aaron Pfahl, forty-one, solicitor, of Great Mar! 
borough-street, who was killed at Piccadilly-cir Tube Station on 
Tuesday. Mrs. Pfahl said that her husband visited her and the chil- 
dren at Bognor on Sunday He was cheerful, but did not seem very 
well. William Henry Curtis, managing clerk, said that on Tuesday 
morning Mr. Pfahl went the office to Bow-street to defend a 
prisoner, There had change in his manner during the last 
three or four weeks. He had been irritable and despondent. He suf 
fered from sciatica, and had fallen in the office times. The 
witness had found him sitting at his table with his head on his arms 
on several occasions. All Mr. Pfahl’s affairs were in order. Alfred 
Jordan, coal agent, said that Mr. Pfahl was standing 6 feet from the 
edge of the platform near the tunnel from which the train would 
emerge. As the train appeared Mr. Pfahl took two steps forward and 
then stepped over the first rail the sleepers, and laid himself 
the middle and outer ‘rails. The Coroner: Was it a fall or 
a deliberate act I am sorry to say that in my opinion it was deliberate 
A verdict of ‘‘ Suicide while temporarily insane ”’ returned, 


his volume of reminiscences with 


his publishing season on 


years Browne has been one of 


famous cases book 


notable cases 


juniors, clients 


18th inst., says the Times, an inquest was 


us 


trom 
been a 


severT al 


on to 
across 


was 


Tue “Oxford "’ Sectional Bookcase is the ideal one for anybody who 
is building up a library. It is splendidly finished, with nothing of the 
office stamp about it. The illustrated booklet issued by the manufac- 
turers, William Baker & Co., Ltd., The Broad, Oxford, may be 
obtained gratis, and will certainly prove interesting to book lovers.— 
(Advt.) 





. 7 > 
Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Aug 18. 
EDWARD Finch & Co, LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 30, to send their 


names and address /s, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Anderson 
Henderson, 3, Fenchurch st, |i juid ator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY, 
London Gazette.—ToRspaY, Aug. 22. 
COLN® VALE CoRN MILLERS, LtTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 31, to send 
their names and address ‘s, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Wood, 
40, Doansgate arc .de, Manches er, one of the liquidators, 





SHOEWELL Boot Co, Ltrp.—Creditors are ——s on or before Sept. 25, to send their 
names to William Eaves, 15, Fountain st, Manchester, liquidator. 

W.opMAN & HaMBRIDGR, Lrp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION. )—Creditors are required, 
on or befure Sept. 30, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debs or claims, to Harold Watson flumphries, 23, King st, Cheapside, 
one of the liquidators. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Aug. 11. 


Taylors Xmas Card Co, Ltd., 

A. Greeushields & Co, Ltd. 

Merino Woolgrowers Syndicate, Ltd. 
Asbestos Manufactures Co, Ltd. 

Min max Consolidated, Ltd. 

Doncaster Paperstaining Co, Ltd. 

Mair de Botton Cigarette Paper Co, Ltd. 


Hughes & Park, Ltd. 

J.J. Cooper & Cu, Ltd. 

Gawthorps, L d. 

Hind, Wass & Smith, Ltd. 

Delahaye & Co, Ltd. 

Trinidad Lake Asphalt Paving Co, Ltd. 
Maple (reek (Canada) Cattle Vo, Ltd. 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Aug 15. 

Griffith-W illiams & Johnson, Ltd. 
British Borneo + xploration Uo, Ltd. 
Rio Grande Ship Co, Ltd. 
Mezzogravure Co, Ltd, 


Mechanical Transport, Ltd. 

Basford Lace Manufacturing Co, Ltd. 
Burnett & Son, Ltd, 

Lumina Steamship Co, Ltd. 

Machen C.nema Hall, Ltd. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Aug. 18. 


Edward Finch & Co, I td. 


Flexib'e Wheels, Ltd. 
Gwyddon Vale Mineral-Water Co, Ltd 


High T nsion Insulators, Ltd. 
Drapers’ Organiser, Ltd. 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Aug. 22. 


Bradfield, Lindo & Co, Ltd. C. Whitaker & Co (Bradford), Ltd 

Mrs. Oliver, Ld. Tyne “ Well-Deck " Steam-ship Insurance 
Optime Motor Spirit Syndicate, Ltd. Association 

Steamship ‘‘Cumberland * Co, Ltd. Tyne “ Well Deck ” Steam-ship Freight 
Frederick Mann, Ltd. Insurance Association 


Winding-up of Enemy Businesses. 


London Gazette.—FRiDAY, Aug. 18. 


BERLIN PHOTOGRAPHIC Co, LTD., 149, New Bond st.—Creditors are ufred, on or before 
Sept 5 to send theh names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Arthur Edward Green, 100-104, Moorgate;Station chmbrs, controller. 

HERMANN RUDOLPH, 9, Wood Street sq. —Creditors are required to send, on or before 
Sept 15, their names and addresses, and fall particulars of their debts or elaims to 
Horace Kvelyn Sier, 99, Cheapside, controller, 

HrvL Bros, Lrp., 15, Newcastle st, Farringdon st.—Creditors are required, on or before 
Sept 5, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to 
A: thur Edward Green, 100-104, Moorgate station chmbrs, controller. 

JosEPH ILLFELDER, 61, Basinch 1 st.—Creditors are required, on or before fept 16, to 
send their niumes «nd addresses, and particulirs of their debts and claims, to 
Laurence G. Oldfield, 11, Old Jewry chmbrs, controller. 

LEVY AND SOICHER, 15, seething In, Iron Merchants.—Creditors aré required, on or before 
Sept 20, to send their names and addresses, and tie particulars of their debts and 
ciaims, to Geoffrey Bostock, 2!, Ironmonger In, controller. 

P. NEUMANN & Co, 4, Copthall tidgs, Copthal!l av.—Creditors are required, on or 
before Sept 20, to send their names and addre ses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to George Lord, 62, New Broad st, control'er. 

Nirscue & GUNTHER OPTICAL Co., L1pD., 66, Hatton gdn —Creditors are required, on 
or before Sept 21, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
deb:s or claims to B. E. Mayhew, Al erman’s House, B shopsgate, controller. 

PICCADILLY ARCADE GALLERY, L1TD., 2, Piccadilly arcade.—Creditors are required, on or 
be‘ore Sept 80, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars oi their debts 
and claims, to Geoffrey Bostock, 21, Iroomonger lo, coutrolier, 

8. POLLAK & Co Ltd., 25, Chiswell st. —Creditors are hereby required, on or before 
Sept 30 tosen their names and a dresses, and the particulars of their claims aud 
demands, to A. R. K. Farlow, 50, Gresham st, Controller. 

8. ReIcn & Co, 15, Clerkenwell rd, Glass Manufacturers.—Creditors are required, on or 
before Sept 30, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to William A. Slade, 9, Old Jewry chmbr-, contr ller. 

SIMON MENZEL, 15, Seething In.—Creditors are require’, on or before Sept 30, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulers of their debts and clains, to Geoffrey 
Bostock, Tronmonger In, controller. 

CHARLES W PHAL, 195, Upper Thames st.—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 
80, to send their names and addresses, and the particu'ars of their debts and claims, 
to Arthar Pelham Ford, 4B Federick's pl, controller. 

W. Wour & Sons, \iles Piatting, Manchesver, Waste Merchants —Creditors arerequired, 
on or before Sept 9, to send their names ai.d addresses, and particuiars of their debts 
and claims, to Jno. P. Garuett, 61, Brown st, Manchester, controller. 


London Gazette.—TURSDAY, Avg 22. 


F. PRAGER, 21, Mincing In.—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 30, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to Robert J. Knight, 
8, Ray mond bidgs, Gray's inn, controller. 

GRORGE ZIMMERMANN, 284 Basinghall st.—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 18 
to send their names and adresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to 
Walter Bonlface, 2, Clement's inn, controller. 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last DAY OF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—-TURSDAY, Aug 15. 


ADSHEAD, JoHN HENRY, Nottingham, Estate Agent Sept18 Bryan, Nottingham 

BECKETT, MARGARET, Southport Sept 18 Mawdsley & Hadfield, Southport 

3K. LIS, CHARLES, Northenden, Chester Sept 23 Nicholls & Co, Manchester 

BeEstTi0, MATILDA, Worthing Sept 12 Green & Charles, Worthing 

BROOK, CATHERINE, Hudderfield Sept 26 Brook, Huddersfield 

Brook, JoHN JosHUA, Huddersfield, Lead Manufacturer Sept 26 
fleld 

BUTTERWORTH, EDMUND JAMES, Saddleworth, Yorks 
Manchester 

CARR, Revd Canon Epmunp, Derby 
Bloomsbury °q 

CATTERALL, HERBERT. Tancaster, Rank Manager Sept 30 Ascroft & Co, Rlacky oo! 

CONNELL, JonN, East Ardsley, nr Wakefiehi Aug3l1 Wm& E H Middlebrook, Leeds 


Frook, Hudders 
Sept 30 Simpron & Simpson, 


Sept 20 Stileman & Neate, Southampton st, 








